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SYNOPSIS. 
QUAKER 18M 


A ColleQion of he Fundamental 
' Errors of the ou ARKRERS: 
Whereof theſe are 4 Taſte, Viz. 


E That there are not Three Perſons in the God-head. - 

2 " That Chriſt did not make SatisfaRion for the Sin of Man. 
3. That Juſtification 1s not by Imputed Rightouſneſs. 
4- Thar our good Works are the Mericorious Cauſe of our Jai 
Rification.” Ss. 
5. That a ſtate of Freedom from fin is attainable in this life... F 
6. That there is a Light in every Man ſufficient to gpice him 4 
| to Salvation. ., : 
[7 Thar the Scripture is not the Word of God, nor a tanding | 
Rule of Faith and Life. | 
8. Thar there 1s no Rejurrection of | the Body. | 
9. Thar there's no need nor uſe cf Ordinances, Bay 
, Lords Supper, ©. 


| | | ColleR&ed our of their Printed Books. j 
With a BriefRefuratton of their moſt material Arguments, (G nd. 
particularly, 7. Pens, in his late Sandy Foundation Shaken; 2 


and an Effay towards the Eſtabliſhment of private Chriſtia 
in the Truths oppoſed by thoſe Errors. 
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The Second Edition, mucit Reviſed, ad the Faulrs amer bh: $ 
that eſcaped the fixit 1m 7 thts By THO. DANSON 
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7 pay wneſ che Pang y oo pad 9 the pains of we 


; think yorr beart would give your tongue.the lie, if (for © | 
, fear of ſeeming rigid) you (hould ventare to ſay of the | 
! Teachers of thiſe Deftrines, Theſe are the Servants of + | 
\ rhe moſt high God, who ſew unto us the way of Sabv a- 1 
4 fion, AR: I6. 17. Why then tak: e heed how thou — [ 


To THE READER: 


| Fader; The late daring Pamphlet of W. ren. 
intituled, The Sandy Foundation ſhaken, . 
wherin he hath attempted (but with too feeble ann hand 
to ſhake the Reck, Chriſt Feſus in bis Godhead and of 
fces, bath occaſioned thi Undertakement, Secing God 
bud left bim to himſelf ſo far, as openly to vilifie Three 
Grand Truths, T judg it not amiſi to-take this opportu- ;1 
nity ro mind the world, how well he hath imitated the 
Leaders of bis Party, in their reſpeits to 'other like | 
truths, that ſo the Chriſtians of theſe parts, may no lon= - 
get be lmpoſed upon by the Quakers ſeeming Inne- _ 
cence. The moſt refin'd civil Heasheps were given over | 
ro the moſt fon and beaftly Errors, about the Nature 
of God. It was obſerved of m "my of our Engliſh Here®-; 
ticks in ©. Elifabeths days, that they were charitable 
and devour; and you know many that look, well in the- 
face, bave their inwards tainted and decayed. T mes 
ſume, Reader, thou haſt read over the Erontiſpitce @ 
this Book, and then tell me what you think , dv thaſe* © 
Principles ſound like Chriſtian DoArine ? do Jou nor 


; Ps 2 


neſt unto them, unleſs thou art unconcerned in thy ſelf, © © 
| andrart indifferent whether ſalvation o damnation fat 
4 fo thy ſkate. T am prevented in a ſerious Repreſenta- '* 


Wortl 


To the Rs 


j ' Wortly Frienk Mr5 Fops/Vipcone. cThe mention of lt, 
whoſe name puts me in mind HOT Okerie thou may | hs 
1 55 my: furs to Pen's frguments,, wig #h 


gere? The Hnſwer.jr, I may ing aged in « 
Ton/erence 1 wh theſaid Pen, 46 be path. madg. Fs t 
” Refiedions Upon: v1 marie omg ly eli gre got to | £5 
|  bew holly neglected \; Again, experience bath frown, | Me 
tt thar there i a great. difterence in-intele#ual: Guſts.,, « #&* 
4} 1; The, Method; Phraſe, Notions of Hee any one man, þ 3 
3 are eeeprablete all... And. 4 Pre dent 6.4t ne. | 1 bY { 

7 


iT 
7 Biddle's I2 At £SUMents againſt che Holy - 
|| Deity, were firſt anſwered by the learned Eflwick end Þ 
' Tthenby the Learned Paol, and both, z0 good Pope, 4 bea 
| 424.1 hope not without Tuccep.,\. [? rig, 
i. pony if- any Quaker ſhall demand, why T:ds 10h ene ' Th, 
* fer Sam. Fiſhers Beok againſt, me, inſtead of w1iting | C01 
il axainf Anew man ; I anſwer that I am guided in my ; T ak, 
+ Neg let by the judgment of abler Perſons than my ſelf, * !ſurr 
i, _ #hat. that \'Book u but 4 bundle of Impertinent Oavils, | be 
* and: none of my Arguments us (ahen by his Batteries, | Chr, 

" and'that to anſwer it,. were but Horas bonas male [+ 
: ; > ok ro ſpend time with Domitian, in catching FU4 
of fligs. I ſhall only leave two words of Advice with 1%! 
Thee, and ſo we will part. 1. Be at ſome pains to under- | [thee 
| fone the poſt tive Grounds of the great Truths oppoſed Jan, 4 
| by the Quakers. Remember that Wiſdom is Silver and. | Tk.7 
. 4 Treaſure ; net onely for its excel{encie, but alſo for ). 43 
the difficulty of attainment, Prov. 2.4. 1t was the 0b- FILE; 
 ſeryation of Min.;Fel. Malci obrxdium inveſtigande. 
vericatis, divertunt in proximos'errores, 7. "Many. of th 
MC 9, iroegh Hp anenge of the pains they muſt 7 beat, ofſe 


ah nag rh, apanngot ny A "i b 


\ Toth Renee 


£0. find out the Tritth, tin. inta 
of | hand. As, 4 weary Traveller, takes up his bes ag 
J , the, be if, 1 ar r che neareſt, I Nh. Be nor eh 


0 ſome pyer many Chriſtians are angel) Fa a-od | 
4s eprongy | LFROTGnee, Uncertain i To whigh - | 


| may 92 blown into any ſhape you P YI e 45 g7- 
, | FOcks, that are "indifferent to ly pornt of the b FOUEHs « 


140 To Jefſen thy t pams omewhat,, I have endegrprt ©4 
ns giye thee va oſt MT A RETNs, by Wh: | thoſe 
Ns | Fruths are (upported, ith 45, Phan and familtar 
and | 4.1 coull by ; 494 4s Ys Nature. of the. ſe Ted ber 
| = I Fer. Particy larly, 54 me PAs und! br lit, 4he 
"ey | right uſe of reaſon 8! "ont the Fe Jarragu Fj: Ids, 
__ * That it is.not to judge of f the ruth > operons, 4 
fing contained in the Scripture, but of their Cannexiony b. 
| T ake 48 inſtance, 1. Cor, 15. 13- If there be no Re- | 
ſe i. I ſurreRion from che Dead. then is Ts at riſen. | 
The Propoſptt tions, that the dead [Fa lt i rae, at 
3 Chris? us raiſed Jrom the dead, are N13: e; .07 Pte = 


pls, | 


ries: | 
nals | of Faith : but the. Cennfvtte? ar Conſequence of th Ao 
hing poſe, & evident toreaſan; 4s 4 feniing i A TEAR 
with 8X1 of Rraſon, Sablato effect 14- nah C2 De Tm, 


the effect, anc aeny the cagſe, af it | be neceſſar}s and, [+ I 
fed Jan accidental wauſe, as in 1his Pon 14 ir be, nos Wd 
and ['s: nt Sun- riſe. 


p for, 7 ; 
je Are voy to beljeye e An). ng ro be of Divine Revelation, 


| of that reaſen Og! hey. wanldbe chonglt ta Vat in- 
'l croſſed ts Fm: [yes : For, Aves giot Reaſont lh {4 that 
A 4. | | the . 


'S S244 


| " the Nature and Works of ( 


o 


| "Flt; bf Goll their cauſe,” 


©* "And mdeed their Principle takes away the difference | 
between Pivine Knowledg and Faith. Where # there | 

| #8) 700m for an aſſent to trath, propter authoritatem | 

+ Trevelantis, uper the.credic of Gods word, if we are ti | 
# - believe nothing, but what antecedently to divine reve- | 
Iation, i evident to reaſon in its next cauſes, or proper 
FB fſe&ts. 'Nor can I ſee what aſe Miracles can be of to & © 
Socinian ; the inrtendment of which is rd inforce a be- | 
'Y lief of thoſe Doittines, which are inevident to Reaſon : | 
It being « Principle which uo man will contradidt, that | 
= - God will not put the Seal of his Immediate Power to 4 \ 


Falſebood: -. 
- ten thought it 4'wiſe and ſober ſpeech of Car.Pool, that 
| When one asked him how he ſhould dots underfland the 
& former part of Pauls EpiiHle ro the Romans, Replied, 
| by prattifing the later, [ the former part being Do@tri- 
nical. arid hard, the later Pradtical and plain] In vita 
Car,Poli. : The neglett of ſuch Advice, hath provoked 
God to give men over to ftrang Deluſions, to believe lies 
grof fig menti, ſuch as # have here preſented thee with, 


| Reader, T (hall not detein thee any longer, but recom- | 
thend thee and this ſmall Piece ro the bleffing of Gel ; © 
| by which if thou art preſerved from being led away with |! 
| the Ertours of the wicked, and falling from thy own. | 
| fled{aftnefs, I have obtained my end, and ſhall therein | 
 rejoyce for ever.” © © Thy Seryant in the Goſpel, | 
; London, Dec. 13. 1668.: '* - Tho, Danſanes 


| ure. and Works of God are aboye otir reach? || 

| Wiidthat God were not God if be conld be comprehend- | 
be ty SAVLLIE oe $i : "FER As Wh0 > | ; b 

el by a Creature ; nor ate the Creatures adzquate ef | 


© 2. Tmprove the knowledg which you have: 1 h ave "7 


{| 


(+) 
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I; Error. 


\ That One God aloe not ſ ub! ft i ze 
+. Three La 


Lad 


"0 Hree things 1 waſt neceſſarily premiſe, - 
before I come to the proof of the Pro- ] 
polition ; which the Quakers deny. ._ "4 
r. 'Imuſt neceſlarily explain the word 
Perſon, the uſual Definition is, Rationa= ©: 
Iis nature individua Subſlantia ; or an individnal 
Subſtance of a rational Nature, which Aquinas 
defends , Sum. Par, 1. 9. 29. 4.2. but ſome 
think it lyable to ſome Exception, as whereby 
the humane Soul ſeparated' from the Body, and 
the' humane Nature of Chriſt, are 'made' Per- 
fons, and therefore add to it, ue nec oft pars 
alterius, nec ab alio Suftentatur , i.e,” which' is 
; neither the part of an ocher, nor is upheld” by 
_þ 20 other. I ſhall not interpoſe my Judgment in 
1 girth caſe; as remembring, chat 1 write tor the | 


, "6 2 3 
Eck I ſhall chuſe ro borrow that of the 

Learned' Wirrun, on Fobn'1. verſe 1, 2.Þ48:29. 

ghichage plaineſt, and will not tbe gain-ſxrd 

©by-any Learned Man. er/on 3} an 
rr Swbjpence[ or Subſiftent rather] in ax 
mtelltefnal Nature}, or s ſeveral or frigubpr thing, 
rhat ſubſiſts by i ſelf, m a nature induced with Un 
derſtanding. 

I. The thing which we calla Perſon, is by 
nature indued with Reaſqn and Underſtanding, 
A man we call a Perſon, bnt we give not that 
name unto 2 bruit Beaft [An individusl or firgu- 
lar Creature of that kind, is called inthe Schools 


Ko uppofiram. ] 


2, A Perſon notes ſome 9ze induced with Rea- 


fon and Uaderftzndios ,- which. is ſevers)..and 
diftint. by himſelf from another. , And hgceby 
| we exclude, 1. Qualities or Vertues, as EQrit- 
| tude , Temperance, &c. from beivg Perlons, 
4 ehough found in a rational Natare, and diſtinct 
| | gnefrom another, becauſe they ſabhtft not by | 
F Themſclves, buf in a ſubje&t, Fara Perſon 1s ea- 
tice of itſelf, 8nd mult not depend on any ching | 
v5.2 property thereof, And hereby wg exclude, 


2., The Soul ſeparated from the Budy ; for, che L 


Soul is a,part of the humane Species, or,of mans 


Nature, and Retinet nataram unibilitatss( as As ** 


QuUINAS ſpeaks, ; Sump. I. Q- 29. art. 2.) 1500. be 
looked upon as 3 pare {hll in i+s Separation. (the, 
Separation of it from the Body being a violence. 
otic;'d to.it )and therefore.caq no more be cal- 


ld. | 


: : Ae SF nt iethis; - —  UETINT NN ne 


ie | 


| 1 ed » Perſon, EI hand;gor, f 


(:3,) 


£, cat off.che | 
Star is 


hat t he word hs canrot proper ly be » 
and Holy Ghoft;; Foy | 
£30 79g ih not. -abith x ve Ta and, Wing | 
i 


2rt, the ey 
[4 a Swppe/ ertum, | 


[_ or then 
abs cali 


WE: 


| arr was 4s underſtood, with the Limir 


ans 


As © 


y be 
the 
Nce 
Cals. 


led... | 


| ration chat other-Rule ſuggeſts, | Nowina de Deo, 
| Gf creaturis. you UNO 160 pure 4Quiuece Sed ange 

1 logice dicantur ſecundum analogiam Creaturaruns 

' ad ipjum.Aquinss, Syum.par.1. Q,29.Art.3- That 
' the names common to God and the Creatures, _. 
| donot ſignifi ſimply the ſame thing, nor wholly | 

i different ; but ſomething wherein the Creargyy 

? bears ſome Analogy to. wed, _ 

? 3. Yet:may this word per/on be noſed. by 1 us 
! (andtis ofedinthe Scripture, ofthe, Father, 
| Beb.x. 3, )to expreſs the diftinftion of, Father, 
1. Son, and Spirit in the God-Head, and one from 

Finother: And the reaſen why it may be uſed,jis 
this, becauſe 4 perſon, ſignifies rhat which is moft 

| exfe}lent and perteR in, Nature 3 and what, the 

: Scrip;ure, hath. revealed to us, concerning [11714 

| <RERn: in the God-Head,, cannot. be 3ppre< 


beaded. 3 


—_—_—_.- 


*Reſemblance”, ' which' cletefore ' we-/ Attri> | 
ne to God ,yer'after I' moſt excellent man- + 


” , bo 


WD _CXTTT ES 
. *For ctie Nature of Man being finice, may be 


yauſeiplyel intgmany ſeveral Men or Perſons of , 
being infinite, cannot poſlibly admir of a Mal- | 


the ſame kinde or Nature. 


Ciplication. ( For that there ſhould be ewo infi- | 
ite Natures, implies a Contradiion.) There- ' 


\ fore when Father, Son, and*Spirir are ſaid to be 


Three, and yer byt one Gods We know not what | 
ro'call choſe Three, bur Perſons; for chere 1s. } 


that aſcribed ro chem, (viz. Properties and O- 


perations, ) which cannor agree, bur either | 


to Three Gods, or Three Subſiftents (that is, 


|, © Perſons, though not ſtri&ly, yer proportion- g 
ably, or Analoically .ſo called) in the'God- ? 


Head. 


And thus I think I have,in effeR anſwered all | 
| the Arguments of the Antitninitarians , betore ; 
meddle with them. For their 717 410d ©, or | 


grand Errour is, that becauſe the word perſon is 
not predicated of Father, Son, and Moly-GhoRt, 


2nd of the Creathre univoce ; that is, the ſame { 
word does' not fignific wholly che fame thing in %; 


God and the Creature.  *' 
Therefore they deriy Perſonality of Son and 


Spiric : whereas, though rhe name perſon does |. 
not agree to them in the ſence of it's firſt Impo-' i 
ni- | 


2237s 


ficion, yer ir does. as to whar we incend co fig 


| | 

.» | Hethereby,.anſ detork Nortion;the Seri-; 
or | pture hath impreſ ed on our minds, Vide Api. 
oy } Suu. 0. 29. 41t53\Þo Js; 11» 1d 
fi- f Inchenext place, I ſhall propoſe ia | 
,. | prure-and fromrhence gather ſgme Concluligns,; * * 
be the Proof whereof, will beall L hall. offer, _ 1 
of | couch as. will be needful for þ Pee LIS Chri F 


of Coofirmation in the Do&rine gh; rin 

U o Unity, | 32) DO :1 ; 

f- : 1 Joh. 5. 7. 'For there j hre Threethas bear fy t 
I ty ; in Heaven, the Father, theWord and the Holy: 'Gho z =} 
b | and, theſe Three are One. I 


nat | : The caufal Conjungion for, implics aReafan 
 15- | of ſomewhat foregoing,. (viz): Thas Jeſus Chuyh 
| was the Son of Gad,, Ver(. S And { cehgle war 
contain an Arghmenr d rawn hog A | 
j ble Teſtimonies, ..And from, them! we, mA | 
' ® duce, F 
) Prop, 1. That there is but one God, one in 1 
3 Verſeis explained as meantof God, yer[..9, «The 
1 Witneſs of God is greater, referring. to the. it” 
| 1 nefsconcerning Chriſt, verſ. 7+ notto yerſ. I 
"none of thoſe Witneſſes are God. . de 
5 2! Prop. 2. That Father, Ward, and Spiric 
oft, {Three Subſiſtents ['or F444 i ow 
ame ' 1.He attributes the A& of bearing Recordto 
g 1 Por: now all Witneſſes [properly locall'sJare 
erſons. 
hoes \ 2. That is not all, buc the Apoltle joyns Work 
and Holy-Ghoſt, with the Father, (whom all ac- 
{owrledge pies) as Witneſs of the ſame 


42 ; 


1 Bk 


CE - (693) : 
1 kite; ſo rite: #Retew' y F "Modder 'th A | 
| aff Perfods..? _ 


0113 TG 1!'}-D9 Els "ry WILE 


hos that the attribates vfG68 ae Farkieh; 
for inffance- ObKIEGEE , which" eintiot'aptece 
 batts a Petſog/are” WTR NEUE to'rheword 
(orSouJnd 6o'te's pitir.' Ttfa9Rhew altchings7 
W222: AÞ $8. * Fo wlll ſex che Fifch: bro | 
ion :* Flow that this proves' their Det 
oo, but Produce i q: only | to prove _ Perſy- 4 
6 7 p. [9 Tha Pabtice, Word' or von ITE =” 
t rit, are Subhftants, or Petſ6hs of the ſane: Of» | 
k. - - tina 2 Tn eng Stat of | | [0 
| a$ia by che'uſe of J c< 
FE - at Myers a why northern | gi 
 &f ord and Spirit? Fes vane ſtamp of Divi: 1 a6 
toterhin*ordinaryis intended,” for othets | 24, 
iſe there are many Wirtreſles and Perſons fri 7 "of 
ont the: Ace, who from Heaven boreRe- * hy 
of Chriſt, 'L zkt "2.10, 13.2000 
| of-4e "That the Father, Word*{ or Son) va | bs 
cit, are diftin@ one from another , appears } 
from che Text; 4#n- Conjun&jon 'with the Rory » fro 
tf which they refet Car. 3.1.7. where che Father | beF 
ang Spirit bear Record "cohcetning the Son,' as | Fatt 
one'diftin& from chicm both. And 4b» 8. 18. ; R#; 
&. Worl'did beari/Record of himſelf: Ard 7 aret 
Hef did bear Record in a, different manner: | ceed 
The Father by Voice from Heayen ; the Spiric | bock 
"by affuming the ſhape of a Dove ; The Son by © 3] 
Wi rd of Mourti'6 on Earth, Par kl other hereſ Flac: 


þ 1 

P © were phe ma UG BE phy. | 
T; $ Earth, 4 - 6 v3 iT epher, == I 
$] | Bye; by diſtin «Gions, {hea 1 
ce Mae” | Hep theſe" Witp pong gn | di" I 
fr tin 454 1%, Y ifs '. IOW e213: 5: | 1 
" Again; ts ppears, het athich, "Sol a 
0 | are e UE bne from anothitr, - 6 TO s | 
ty » row” oth Ih&6tdr oicathet 9 | 
no | The Fathet” begets.,* xd" got be 


* Sorts 'beporten, and dot2H) Chegor 9e 

pt- | Longo gt Al be Po ifs i 

Wh | rm) $0 Sher 

of | TheApoftte fpera + OPER 

: of | rhe he G08, 4 Far: gh 

Ret | cite: by Relig fan” of C 

| atad'® feb 113% Ft i one 6: 

| 1 Fobn 1. Tr Chrift i is Sy th ep be $$ 7 

Wicls "of Gog:"* THe. fh pirte'P MO. y 

Re- | Tuby:t'5,20! Fa On A Wt WT a7 
| Facher” 3\ i" hiſfion\ i he T F 

vald | both," ©: 


1 AYL4t "" peut Hog ITALY 
ears} 2 From cheir Order which A be c Qed 
Lory & from thoſe" propetries: Y Father | 
thee | be firſt Wotdet'of Oripitall" Lo LNCOLY 
, as | Fathvr} h among mer ab the Son") 


18. a RHata' unt penn!” Natura,” The 'Fa 

ard © Pod: " ory go 2a hh pg ic 
ner: © ceeding from bot muſt needs in order 1 
gi bor +: 10929 O RS {FM 


"3? i665's ; 688 ol 
ere ef place lice RH, Feit Kol I "Io Ny, I 


e at (f 
he Ne hy 


EF, (8). 
whaw will ſend ante; -nou-frow the Father, &c. 
| Fob 16, That San] was o- a mnt of 
| preſence 0! the Spirit, by-.a new effeR, vizz. þ i 
|. clearer Revelition of Ph. and the "chr gh is, the © 
Son ſends from the Father, or the Father ſends. 
by the Son, oe Spirit to teſtifie of Chriſt... 
Prop» 5. oved is, that Every.one, of 
| Cheſe There dog Perſons, are. tauly Lod. , 
verſes. Firdats the Witneſle, given by Three i-- | 
in. SN. the Me pececly of God; therefore 
S, 


wg For "0 ; G 
appears by ch e. pre , 0d. , 
en co Ar Pit agfor [ Fe | 


God, 3 On. all 


IB * Ergin their ms ee Ly 7 am with 
"oo E a Hen 10 the end o wi . World, Math. 28. lt. 


& ken of Chriſt, P[al. 139-7. Whither ſhall, Lgo 
from thy ſpirit ? of whither ſhall I flee ſrom'thy pre+ 
F-5; 


C (ence, -Joha, * 24. Feſns buew all 

by .$,.9. Wh yee apreed together to 

mpt 3 richer 72 HO Lad. 1,Ce £0 try whither : 

| ld co ver. your, Hypocrifie. Thereare | 
Inſtances of Divine properties, lt theſe * 


*, 


- Juffice. 
Wh 3 keed ww or "Operations proper ”m | T 
a, Egcleſ..12; 1 Remembert 
7 Þ. ih the | tek. JKNGs Heb: 1; 2: Ing 


.| (9), 
! whom alſo he madethe World. : » *Tis ſpoken of + 
! Godche Father, . with.reference to Chriſt, add.jx; 
 þ implies, that che Son of God. joyned with his. 
 'F Father in making the World, as an Efficient . 1 
Cauſe equal in-Power , not as an Inftrument,for,, * 
there can be none in Creation ; becauſe, to make - ' 
ſomething. qur of nothing}, requires Infinite | 
| Power; and-between a finite Power and pany 
there is no Proportion, Jeb 33.4, The Spirth 
God made me.. 2, Preſervation, Heb. 1. Rr 
: ding all things by the Worg-of bis Power, ſpokeh. of | 
| the Son (or Chriſt.) Gen. 1.'2, And the ſpirig of - 
' |} God moved upon the face of the, Waters, nap. 
4: | Commuovens , enbaph, uſed, of. Birds brooding + 
2 | their Young, Deut. 32. TI.'and ſoapplied Meta- 
M1 a phorically to He Spiries Opericion in cobfsrving 
' # the Chaos. 
1 b Z« That: Son and Spirit me:truly God, ia» 42. E 
* | 8. by the Right they have +ta-be'ObjeRs. of. Die. 4 
go | vine Worſhip: And let «ll the Angels of God Wore. 
>. | ſhipbim; Spoken of the Soo, who is called God;”, © 
* | and ſaid to.lave a Throne on Seat of Majeſty;;to - 
tl the perſon whereon Worlhipis given, Heb,I.6,8s 
-ro | and Rev. 1+ Grace, Mercy, and-Peagg from -him,: 
her | Which is, and is to come, and fromehe ſevenſpi-, 
_y_ j rf rits, (4,e.the ſpiric that is manifeſterd}in Variety 
efs | 9 Gifrs)-whichare before the, Throne, dow L 
| ; Jeſus Chriſt. 7 
"to | Though John ſpeaks i in the Third Perſon, yer” 
Pj | it isa Prayer, and ſo in effe&, an Addreſs roche, 
; | Peres, as if he had eg. QO-Father, $ 


a 
wy 
0 


on 
Spirir | 


F (10 ' 
* ſpirit, Grane theſe Chanda Grace, Mercy, and 
| Peace. Cant.4. nlt. Awake thug North Wind, and 
if cone thou Soxth, i.e. O Bleſſed ſpirit, breath into 
{ my. hearc; ſpirit compared to Wind, Fohn 3. 

8." the ſame Word 6 ignifies both 1173 And 


ſpirit. 


God, a 


inogture or effence , whickis »erſ. g. ſaid to be 


2 Fra of the Three Witneſfes, 
ind thus a 943 45, wade 19 ap, Anſwer 
to W,. Ps. Arguments. 


_ 


A Thee aiftinft Subſtantes. 
FO 


dots notfighifie wholly rhe ſame thingiin God, 
atd'the” Creatiire:' But in God, Thiee Perſons / 
notes '@ fubſiſting of: Three in"'6ne- Individual þ 
Nature; in Man; -a ſubſiſting of ('Three }) Perey, 
\ Zawes , and %ohs ; ſappoſe for -inftsnce, in 
"Three divided, or ſeveral Natures of the fe | 


05 2: 


to the ſon', As 7.59. Lord Jeſus receive my F 


'Prop.6. That theſe Perſons are not divided one | 
from another, ſa 85 to be Three Gods, but one * 
appears from the Text, in that, hecalls' | 
the Witneſs of Three, the Witneſs of one ; viz. 


not Three 'Divine natures, but one is pre- | 


- If there Be" Three difind Perſons, then ' 


deny the Conſequence , bactuſe, as Wo | 
lvefore , the .Word Perſon is not priedi- z 
cond Father, Son, and" Holy Ghoft, aridof © 
the: Creature #mwuoce, that” is, the fame Word +. 


my 
| nor; 


.»$- 2: Either hh Diyine PeHſahf are Finer | Lure, 
nd; | Infinite, | 


”F 


j (11), 
x | Infinite ; if Infinite, then Three diftinft Influites, 
44 | and ſo T bree Goal, \-. 'Y 
oO 4 4/1. We may deny the DisjanRion, hnite= 
how and infiniteneſs are got Perſona}, but.Eſlen- 
7 tial properties; For in the Notion of the Na- 
; tare, thoſe properties are contained , before 
| you conſider that Nature as ina Perſon. Sofi- 
] niteneſs in reſpe& of man, and infinicenels in : 
7 reſpect of God; And hence, though. all the pro= 
Ms". | pecties of the Divine Nacore, whereof,iofinize- / 
?, . neſs is one, ggree tocach - Perſon ſubliſting 1 | 
chat Nature, . yet will it not follow, that chere : 
are 2hree Infinites, but only ne; becauſe there are) 
re”, | not chrce Divine Natures, but only'one; of which. 
” one Nature, Infiniteneſs is a property. 166 
£Anſ.2. Suppoſe we grant thattheſe three Pere - 
| ſons may beſaid to be Infinitez tis no more in: 
hen | effect, than to.ſay, that theſe» chree Perſons\ 2+ 
' God; wemay as well attribute 'te the Perſen,: 
wo | the propetty: included in the Divine Natures: 
zdi- | asthe Divine |Nature, which' iacludesthe pron! - * 
4of © perty ( the Natureand Property being one; +837 © 
ord though nor yatiere; ) Li iiigas 3 
0d, | i Anf-3. Yetwill ic notfollo 


: | notin chree ſeveral, but in ons Individual: Nee 
ite ov | TUre,- - } iod{2 73d | es 


(12) 
tos 3. If eath Perſon 'be | God, and that God 


ſubſeſtsin Three Perſons, then in each Perſen are + 


Threc Perſons, 0f\*Gedsr, and fo ren Three, they will 
increaſe to nine; 


Anſ 1. 1f-he: urderflands the Terms ; God, as 


wedo (ig th: Antercdent ). of God eſſentially, 


no-fuch conſequence will Ro ho more than; in! 


this inftance, > 


-If” Perer , Famer, and ;Tobs, each Perſon be : 


Man, aodibat Man- ſubs in. thoſe three Per- 
ſons ,,then-in ezch-of choſerrhreePerions , are 
three Perſons, or. 'Mcny and ſo? from cbree , they 


wilt tncr.aſe ro-nine.: Take fax here, notifor: | 
a:Peifon,; butthe Nacureas' we: do, * God, in the: | 
Antecedent ef Peng Hypothetical Syllogiſme, ; 
andbÞvcy. dincibative wr anmno!:mwore, then thae | 


W405 ence Af may hc Ittribored to Peter, Fames/ 


ali&:7oby,; -brecawie: the ſame bymane Nature ( Þ 5 
» {-n 
nemeGod atiritbred iro tach” Perſon; becauſe the | 
ſame Divine Nature-ſubliltsin ext of them,(cor / 


mUan ſpecifically J-4grces to:them;; and fo is the 


rather; each of them ſublifts -imrbe fame ( nume« 
rically ) Divire Nature.) {There-is vo C onſe- 

earn Bens .Argumert, unleſs we: betd, that 
eeleperionl fd the.» God. Head, ſubfilts in rhree 
perſqns{ wikicil he __ about unworthi: 'y, tO in» | 
nbvate:)-:/ q/-439 334 1 
| cater, « + ques Ghink heharh « caiched-at fore 

Whatin our Writers, which he did-not: well /un- 
_ deiftand; which be. would repreſent. 2s our Judgs |} 


> ents, ( and thence deduce his abſurd Capſes 
—_ Js: 


que nce 2 


3 
= es...» - hy RS a BI an. = 
©). 288 rs LA "Vera . > 


ye 
{o 
bp: 
7 #34 


xi 


the 
add 


ing 
| the 
” mar; 
che | 
Not 
;Divi 
*rhoſ 
Fion 
Hea 
Son, 
be | 
the LD 
the F, 


(13 1 
quence ) ( viz) that: Nergrd and Perfon in the 

God-Head, or God, are one thing, Forthe Na- | 
ture of God i is ſo iimple!, 'rhac it admits: of ns | 
} . parrs or Accidents. The rhbree» Perſons are no | 
| . three parts, either eſſzotia); or Integral of the 
God-Head;; nor can the rejative properties be- 
getiing, b. ing begotten, Proceeding, be accidents, * 
bac ſabſt:nris! attribures, - 3s" the abſolute pro- 
perties, Wiſdom, Mercy, Juſtice ( for inftance :) 
yet will it nor follow, chat there are three Per> 
ſons ineach Perſon, chac is,; that the Perſons 
includ: s each other, any more, then that. theſe 
three abſoiute Actributes; include each 0- 


> © xher. 


'Þ | adequate concentns, in reſp t of the Divine EG 


| For theConception or Nottonchat we have of | 
- = theFather{ſnppoſe) as a ſubliftent or Pecſon,is in- - 


dC: :nce, conſidered as aff efta Subſiſtentia, or ſubfi &- 4 
- ing1n divers manners, and ſo does not include * 
- the Son and ſpiric, who ſubſift in rwo difference 


; : manvers from him And as we cannot-ſay;;thae 


the Notion of Juſtice does .iuci{ude Mercy, or the 
Notion of Mercy include J:ſtice, rhough-the 
{Divine Efſence, or God, be the ſame with both 


"thoſe properties ; ſonor-can we ſay, that the'No- 


:1 tion of the Father, as one; Perſon in the- God- 


\ce )| the Father nor Son include the Spirir,or the SPi- 


Head, includes the Sop ; nor the Notion;of the 
Son, as one Perſon in the- God.Head , \includes 
the Father ; though each of thoſe Perſons are \ 
the Divine Efſence, or God {and fo, nor does 


rit-inclade them by the like Reaſon ] which we 
may thus i!luftrate, and indeed confirm, by com- |: 
| Paring the As of thoſe abſolute Attributes, and 

' the properties of thoſe relative Attributes, As 
* Puniſhing,is notanAe of Mercy; nor ſparing,an 
AC of Juſtice ; nor does the one AR include the 
ether : $0, nor does the Attributes of Mercy h 
and Juſtice inclade each other. So as begetting j 
1s nor being begotten, nor being begotten is nor Ir 
begetting, ſo nor does the Notion of the Father . 
—_ the Son; nor of the Son, include the Fa= | . 
ther. | | FR 

4. The fourth is anſwered in the anſwer to the pn 
ſecond ; and we do not affirm the Perſon in the 
God. Head, to be finite, but infinite, 

5. If thoſe three diftin& Perſons are one with 
| the God-Head, then are they each one with 
-.- another That's the ſur, though ke multiplies Po 
F words. | Fl 
 - * A»ſm.That Argument-is grounded (though be | © c 

does not expreſs, nor perhaps underſtand it ) up- i 
' onthaerule, fue conveninnt in uno tertio, conve= Ju” 
»iuxt iter ſe, Thoſe things which are one with | - 
ſome third thing, are"one among themſelves, | - 
AndT-apſwer, That rule is to be underſtood, | 
that:they-are one among themſelves, only in_re-'/} 
ſped of that wherein they agree,” not ſimply. As | |, 
In this plain inftance, David was a Man, and So. | 4, - 
Jomou was a Man,they two agreeing third thing, ] 
_ viz, in the homane nature , Will it therefore: fol- 


TW CO TOY , er EET," 
— 


0 A 
| Jow, thaecheyare one- Perſon ? nothiogleſs. So | © * 


2. AE EL I. - | ___OSs EE. X 4 


_ image of God, the Fathers Perſon. That which Þ * 


_ ing thc image of bis Fa 


(125) . 
though the Father be God, and the Son God, 
it will net follow that they are” one Pagſon, far 
in perſonality, or manner of ſubfiftence, they dit- | 
fer; but only it will follew, that they are one 
God, or one in that Divine nature, in which 
third theſe ewo meet. | ; | 

And now [ ſhall cake notice of my Anſwer te 
his Queſtion, mentioned p,10.@fhis Savdy Fon- 
dation ſpaken, and his reply thereto. Where firſt, 
the Reader is to know, that W. P. conceals his 4 
ignorance or falfhood in denying rhat Pero: 
was aScripture term, and his front, in demand- *' 
ing an inſtance with that eagerneſs, as if none... 
coald be given, when I gave him that, Heb, x. 3s 
Again,whereas he retates my Anſwer to bis Que» * 
ſtion, of whom Chriſt was the expreſs Image; ' 
ehat Chriſt was the expreſs image of Gods ſub-: * 
fiftence or manner of being, be does me wrong: _ 
for,my anſwer was, chae Chriſt was the exprels... 


ſpake of a ſubfifterce or manner of being, was1n ' 
anſwer to his queſtion: What a Perſon was, From 
whence he then infer'd, that if Chriſt was the 
image of his Fathers Perſon, he muſt be. che 
image of a mode or manner of being , to which, 
he received this reply, that Chriſt was the image 
of the Father, ſabliſting. in the divine nature, 
not of che perſgnalicy or manner of the Fatkers. - 
being, nor yeſt@f che divine nature in the ab. 
ftraQ,( which was illuftrated by the Childs bcar- 
ther. ) And fo my anſwer 
+. 


D 4 


(16) | 
to histwo.abſard conſequences, will be needlefs, 
j 

| "I gavehim, 1 reply chus ro chem: To the firſt, Ir 
makes Gol a Father onely by Subſttence, thar if he 


perſonal, not an effencial act, I ſee noabſurdity, 
the emanenr «& called begerting, is nor an a@of 
- God abſylurely, bur relatively conſidered, thar is, 
of the firft Perton fobfi ſting in rhar God: head, 
To che ſecond, Thgt Chriſt s then 4 Son without a 
ſubſtance, I anſwer, that thongli che Son, as God, 
” 1s frombimſelf; yer'zs God the Son bv: is trom the 
WW Father , the Perſon and ſabilance be: ns infepg+ 
E 'Tablc. As for the place he refers me to, Col. To. 
E. Who « the Image of the inviſible Ged, I ſee nor. 
' *how it oppoſes my expoſition. God is taken there 
*perſonally for the Father, nor eſſentially for the 
'God-head, or divire nature, which I prove ; be- 
Pcanſe Chriſt is faid co be che Image of God, 
which if meant of God <flencially, chen Chr'(t 
maft be che lmaoce of bimfelf, which cannot be 
'And that Chriſt: 1s God by nature,appears by ver. 
116: where he is faid co be the fir cauſe, and laſt 
*end of afl things.. For che trantharion, ic 15 good 
'enouph, UTS e945 is uſed by the Gteek Philot- 
phers for #:i«, which 4riftocle uſes for ſubſtantia 
'Prima and ſecunda, the former of which is, when 
he common natiire expreſſed 6 definition, is 
reſtrained by certain proprierieWW an individua); 
which is called Perſona, or a Perion,"when the 


Burif he chinks chem deducible from this anſwer 7 


means, that the reiation of a Father ariſes from a 


| Datiire is indied with real0n; Suppoptum, when .. I 


* 
> ao 
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(327) 
it is not, | And fo vx) z7:5 may bea Meralepfis ; 
yea, muft be rendered, Perſon or fubfiſtent, or 
ſome word to thateffe&, becauſe Chriſt, as God, 
is 05 himſelf, and (o is nor the Image of any 0- 
ther, there being no multiplication of the divine 
nacure, bur Three Perſons inthe T rinity, 

Grid Amyrald. de myſt. Trim. p. 462, &c, And 
herhat reads Juftin Martyr, who flouriſhed abour 
A. D, 1 50: will tind tha: he applies *v752715 and 
= 77-2 00 the Father, Son, and Spirit, which 
anfaers W. Þ's cayi}, that "tis vro-eg:s not Tpwe 
7% 5:1, which is uſed Heb. I. 3. and that the word 
47974515 WAS not aled tnthar ſenſe, cill Athana- 


3 - 
frws 3. £1:mee 


— —— —— NR, oeq_e_ wy. —— t .__Hw  _ > Perot Ca eo eerie ance oat 


Error I]. 
Ihe jmpoſihilrty of Grd's paydoning ſinners, without 
plenary ſatrsf action, refuted So Pen Title page. 


Pewrom—_- - e————— -— > w— ea 


Here | obſerve,tizat he argues againſt che 
\ mp {111v of God's fors' veneſs of fin 
wichour 5 $ac'staQion. Concernins which ſtating 
of ine Queſtions thall ſay, that either he did, or 
ouphketo have known, ram many of us. who de- 
ny any forgiveneſs. wihour ſarisfaction,,do not 
attirm any 1mp--livility of torpivenets without it. 
And for my own parr chough I know ſome wor= 


.thy perſons do deny W. P's affirmative, yer I cans 
, [ag Joyn w-ch chem therein. For co me it ſeems 


evident, 


- 4 
ER 


on 


(18) 


evident, that God is free in his determinations, | 
{ what attribute he will manifeſt, and in what de- | 
|  gres, and manner, Hed Man ftood, God bad on- 4 
| ly manifeſted reanunerative juſtice ( as he does in | 
the ele Angels:)when Man fell, God might only | 


bave manifeſted vindiQive ;juftice ( as he does 
upon the reprobate Angels or Devils: )or ſpariog 


Men. ) This variety gives gronnd co believe, thar 


between theſe properties, or attributes of juſtice | 


god mercy { aot to ſpeak of others ) and their 
effcas, an aft of his meer will intervenes. And 
neither of theſe is wronged by the manifeſtation 
of the other, und concealment of it ſelf. For the 
internal glory of none of che divine attributes, 
receives cither addition or diminution by the 
external glory or manifeſtation of chem, in their 
' proper effects. And as for the way of redemption 
by Chrift, wemay well conc]ude it to be a free 
choice, by thoſe emphacical phraſes, whereby ir 
is ſet forth, The counſel of Gods own will Eph.1.11. 
' -Themyſtery of his will, his good pleaſure. v. 9. He 
- that deſires, may in my weak judgment receive 
much ſatisfaRion in this point, by that ſhort,bur 
ſcholaſtick Tract of the learned. G:lbert, intituled 
Vinditie SupremiDeiDomsnis, &rc. In this we all a» 
gree, that God does not pardon fig without {g- 
tisfation firſt made to his juftice by Chriſt ; and 


kethart can mike clear proof of this affertion, - 


hath won the Goal from the Socinians, and their 


mercy ooly ( as he does inthe Perſons of elet | 


1 partakers. As for the poſſibilicy, or impoſſibility _ 


10ns, 
e de- © 


1 0n- 


ESin | 
only | 


does 
rig 


let 


% 


| Rector or Judge, and not 8s Pars Le ſa,the party 


| ter ofthe Law requires ſuffering or undergo- 
> bg ofa penalty therem exprefled ) it 


(19) | 
of forgiveneſs withour ſatisfaRion, we need not 
much- conteſt, ſeeing the cauſe does not depend 
upon either apprehenfion, le wasa wiſe obſerya- | 
tion of eAquinas, Cum quis ad probandam fidews 
Chriſtianam inducit rationes,que non ſunt cogentes, | 
cedit in irrifionem infideliam ; credunt enim quod 
hujuſmodi rationibus innitamur, & propter eas creds- 
mus, © c. Sum.parel, O 32-artil. & Q.46,art.2. | 
I nced not Engliſh the paſſage, for they who are 
concerned, underſtand the School-man without | 
an Interpreter. | 

Bur becauſe W. Pex does alſo oppoſe the fact, © 
and affirms that God pardons fin, without ſatis- | 
faction made by Chriſt co his juſtice,I (hall there. | 
fore briefly explain the terms, and then give you 
my fenſe in anſwer to four Queſtions. By 
pardon of ſin, we anderſtand a gracious abſoluti- ! 

on, or diſlolving of the obligation che finner is * 
under, to ſuſtain puniſhmenc for his ſin. That ' 
abſolution which is cot ſome way gracious, cen= . 
not be'call'd a pardon, Satisfat:on 15 not a Scrip.. } 
tare phraſe, but the thing is found there. viz. 
a compenſation or recompence mede to God for | 
the-injury done him by eur (in, which may be by 

doing, or ſuffering, or both : 7auftice, that is,YVin- | 

diftive, God muſt be confidered as 2 ſupream 


offended only in the ſatisfaRion made ; andif 
any thing be doxe for ſatisfation, ( when the let- 


muſt ia _ 
Pe ſome 


| 30} | tan 
' ome reſp:& or other have rationm pee, ( 4s | | qoi 
ſuppolein regard. ofrhe perſon by whom )* be || itt 


penal, and inmerit equvalegt to what theLaw | in! 
"required, and ſn efeen:d b» che pecſon, to whoſe | ms 
| . "acceptance iristeader'd. Th: Znerys I (hall an- | <6 


ſwer co, are; Ty 
Qs, wr. Wit dil Carift render to God fo rSa- | m 
tisfation? m! 


Anſw. His obedience or (4 jt iRion en the Law LC 
in its penalties.o0r curſes, -Tnerefore heis faid ro 


be made a curſe for vs, Gal. z 13. Andalio to al 
the Law in its: precepts, wh-nc ie he is ſaid to be p; 
made under ris Law (-ip/5 fa#s, upan his being $ 
mide of a Woman') to redeen them thirt were b 


:nnder the Liv. Gal. 4.4' 5. which ſabjeRion 7 
| ro The precepts of the Law, 'was penal, as be:ng ” 
| a debaſement of ſy greit a perſon, a ſtrange 0 
metamorphoſis, of an abſoluce Soveraign iNtO 2 £ 
/ 
j 


 fabjet, And therefore 'cis ſpoken of, as a won. 
- derful inftance of coadefcention, that he Was not 
- aſhamed co cal} us bretfiren. Heb 2 1 r.thatis, 
teow-ſubjeR-; for being one in narure with us, 

| te b:comes one wich uzinan obligation to the 
 ſimeLaw. And if it be: wejphed ) the penaſna- 
\ ture of whatwe call penalties or curſes, lies. not 
barely in the ſmarc of ſenſe, bur inthe brand of 
| Infeamy, thereby ſce upon us, that we receive the 
due reward of our deeds ( as the good thief gives 
| us his ſentiment of his 'owa and fellows caſe, 

| Luke 23.41. ) Ard ſeeing char Satisfaftion inehe- 
ye W che apt is ht, not wg wafers Srr 


> 
- 
Ly 
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(21) 1 
:antidem;,not/of what the letter of the Law re- : ! 
quires, but of ſomwhat equvalent; therefore: ? 
ic may be made ,as well agendo, 3s parzendo; by do- 


ing, a5 by ſuffering. For ſome a@ions { as they 
may bz. circumſjaotiated:) may be truly penalto | 


cheagent, and:ſo- equivalent tothe: corporal pu- 
nift ment, which the (ceter;of the Law. ex» Rs,»nd 
may be as proper , for, demonſtration of juſtice, 
maincining the repute of rhe Law, ard example 
co others, | &* 0 | 12 of 
2. Os, What cauſslity,.. im-reſpeR of God's | 
a&'of. forgiveneſs , Chrilt's -obedience was cas 
pabigchd?- 2 3g etna rigs 1001 $& | 
'- Anfſw.. Chriſt's oht Ger.ce could ſatisfhe God; | 
bur ir genere canſe moralis ſc, impulſive vel mert> 
toriz 35 a meritorious tauſe; of: which: we ſay, that 
mover aliquem: ad talionem-- reddenagm, | which 
moves; another -to recompence:theaft done, by - 
good or il] offices.; which we thus! expreſs prpw- 
larly, One gud turn requires another, Which .* 
kind of cauſe works on an' zgent; and induces | 
him to produce the:«fteRt; Ard that it' is ſuch |! 
appears by comparing the cauſality of his obe- * 
dience in reſp: & of our impynity 'or freedome ' 
from puniſhment,” with the. cauſality of ſin,-in_ 
reſpe& of puniſbmeot ; which in tbe. latter indy- 
ces God to puniſh;\in the former induces God 
to pardon. If it-be-ſaid, bow canthis be, ſeeing 
notbing without Ged can be ſaid to move him 
for then fomewhat in God ſiculdbean «fc of © 
the Creature, and fotbe firſt cauſe ſhould bave 


| 65 ſome _ 


wa (23) : 
| ſome dependance wpon the ſecond, which is ab- 
t furd and impeſlible. 

F 1 anſwer, There is no cauſe indeed of the 


' will of Sod, ex parte aft ws wolends, as tothea her 
ie ſelf of his will : bur there may bea cauſe, ex |, 


parte volicor um,as to the things will'd : whence | 
'}- the Schools ſay, Dius vault hoe efſe propter hucyſed | of 
lt mon preprer hi wilt hoc 5. e, God wills one thing | p; 
f for another; but why he Wills one thing for ano- | x, 
+ ther,chere's no cauſe to be aſſigned, bur his Will. | ,4 
{ Godwills the preaching of the. Word, for the | i; 
5 produttion of faith, as a means for its end: bur || ;;; 
| Whyhbe wills that connexion- between them; no» 

{+ reaſon can be giver but his Will, for be canwork | +; 
[:  faich without ie; And ſo Chrifts obedience can- \ 541 
|} nor y' work upon Gods will, bur if it have | < 
the caulabty ofan impulſive cauſc attribyted | fs j 
+ Loit, we muſt underftand, that properlythoſe | an 
| cerms note; but a connexion between meamand | of 


Ch 

La 

ſti 

of 

of a Meritorious Cauſe of our | ny 

BE In | ar 

- -Hufv. 1. Thofe places ; which ſpeak: of the } 1; 
terning away of Divine Wrath, by Chrifts O. || 'p« 

{ Hedience ; which Wrath,is bur an Inclinationto S 
* -paniſh: He[Chrift] is a Propitiator ſor our ſins, uf 


| "Pac, Propitiatis, 1 Foh:2,2, 1t notes the on 


+: 58 
fof Appeafing , and the means whereby God 
Sis Appeaſed, Rom. 3. 24. jaasigry, Propitiate* 
the Iriam, The Mercy Seat, 10 rendered, Heb.'2. the 
act true, as that was the Typical means of Attone- 
EX | ment. 
oC 2; It appears by thoſe Scriptures, which ſpeale 
ſed | of Redemprion or Freedom , from deſeryed 
ng | Puniſhment , purchaſed by a Price of Chrift's 
10- | Laying-down, 1 Pet. 18. 19. Te were not Redeem- 
ill. | cd with Cotruptible things, as Silver, and Gold, bus 
the | with the precions Blood of Chriſt. Where the 4n- 
Dur titheſis clearly imports, that Chriſt's blood is- a 
00 | True and Real Price, and of far greater Value 
rk | chan Silver, and Gold, which, Ter” anſwer all 
In \ things, Eccleſ. 10.19, And it hath made a pur- 
Ve | chaſe of Freedom from Puniſhment; for chat *? 
ed | fs included,jp the Vain Converſation ſpoken of, as . 
le | anEffe& mis Cauſe ; and elfewhete iris-ſpokets 
nd | of, asa parcel of Chriſt's Purchafe, Gal.'3.'33. 2 
ute | Cbrift baſh Redeemed. us from the "Curſe of the 
In | Law, , 1.268 
(Ge 3. By thoſe Scriptures which ſpeak of a Sub- 
ſticution of Chriſt, for'us, Mat. 20. 28, The Som © 
ti" | of Mancame-to give his Life a Ranſome for ma- - | 
wr ny. AvTpov , Res aut faum, quo movetur quiſpi- 
| am, ut aliquam Incommodo alioqui affetturu es 
| Iiberark Patiatur, air wonar Which Pre. 
D. | poſition, when applied to Perſons, 'Imporrs the 
LO Succeſhon of one, into the room of another: fo 
uſed Mat. 2,22, and rendered in ths room [of his _ 
Father] 4 Ti4.-2. 6:* d'v71 avrcor, Pretinm Re- | 
"-<OE HIST aempiionis | 


- 
—* 
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| bath freed -us from that Death. 
.obnoxious to.; 
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C 24) 
demptionis, a counter pen Ap ,In Compolitzon, 
notes, either Contrarictarem:, as in the Word, 


 emixeas@, Antichriſt, 3. e. one that oppo- 
ferh Chriſt; orit notes, Commutrationem, an ex- 


change of one for another. 2v'7gcy , Notes , 
ſome thing or AA, whereby ary one is moved to 
let bim go free , whom he hath advantage a- 
Sainſt.  avAvrpey, Notes ſuch a kinde of avigor, 
or Compentation, as in' which, che Deliyerer 
undergoes:"that, Evil in kinde, or Equivalent- 
ly, which; he that is delivered, ſhould have nn- 
dergone. And*if the Word imports an | Ex- 
change from one Life to another, then we 'con- 


clude, a Saysfation from the Nature of che. 


ching. Either juſtly or unjuſtly we. were to 


a 5. nor the lacrer, for we bad well deſerved 
cath, 


if Chriſt 
ere juſtly 
what is that, bur what. we 
all SatisfaQion in the.Senſe. of the Poinc in 
hand. 

Queſt. 4. . Fbence Chriſt's Obedience, bad the 
Eficiency. of 4 Meritariou Cauſe of our Forgive- 


ne? 


1. Te was a Perſe& Obedience, 2 Cor..5. alt, 


therefore the former. 


- He knew no ſin, (4. e.) by experience of the work- 
ing of it in himtelf, which, Peter explains, when | 


he ſays, He did no ſin, 1-Pet, 2.22, Thence the 
Denominatton pivet him, 

An Holy thing in his Conception, Luke Is 35. 
An hs Child, As 4: 27. After his Birth, mzvs, 


% _ 
ms 8 þ 
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25.) | 47 
"WI and puer in the Three Learned Lacgdaiif I 
fivnifie a Child ( and ſometimes a Servant per- 
| haps) becauſe the Child is born a Subject to the - 
-X- | parent, Jure divine N 1turals) The Holy One of * 
5» | Gcd {| in his Man-hood, even by che Devils,from } 
whom, thar Confeſlion was extorted by*clear e- ? 
1-. | vidence] Z#k.4.34. And Holy, Harmleſs, Unde- 
9» | filed, ſeparate from Sinners, Heb. Te 26, fince he. 7 
Foe: lefc che Earth, = 
nt- | + 2, Becauſe Chriſt's Obedience was hor origi- | 
1N- | nally due ro God; if it had, one debt could o0t # 
-X- | have paid anocher : I'do not mean, that Ch ik,” 
N-' | as Man, Was not ſubjeR co the Law of God, | 


he, | cauſe of the Union of the Humane Nature, from + 
O | the firt mom:nt of it's exiſtence to the diyine ? 
'ed. | Nature, in the Perſon of the Son of God:For this - 
Rt | feems contrary to Scriprure, Gal. 4 4. Made of 4 
Uy. | 1/oran made under the L+w, and the perſonal 
WS } Union ſeems no more to diſſolve the Obligation 
7 | of Chriſt, as Man co the Law, then to rake away 
wy ch Eſſevtial Properties, Parts, or Faculties of 


| Body and Soul ( whereof his humane Nature 
Ve- | did conſiſt.) 
And if that Union did diſſolve the Obligation 
alt. | of Chriſt, as Man, to the Law; then Chritt, as 
rk | Man, could not be Holy by a true Inherent Righ- 
teonſneſs of the hamane Nature, which lies i in 
the | the Conformicyto the Law of God, given there- 
unto, and ſo -had not been capable of Meriting 
at all. 

+--But in two reſpects, =y Chriſt's rm 


BB, (26 ) 
| be ſaid, not to- be Originally due. 
1, In that he being a Perſon, before he became 
| Man, he was at his EleQion, whether he would 
; become Man) ornot ; that is, a rational Crea- 
| ure, which, of courſe, or 5p/ofatto, (as we ſay) 
upon it's exiſtence, becomes a SubjeR, as the 
| Connexion imports, CMade of a Womay » made 
| wider the Law, Gal, 4. 4. and ſo had the refuſal 
= of being under the Law : and he became Man, 
| that he might come under the Law. 
>. 2, When he was Man, he was not under an Ob- 
& Hgacion, to obey toany ſuch ends,as to ſarisfie di- 
Lrvinc Juſtice,and merit Life,for them who had de- 
& merited Death, For it nor being in the compaſs 
E of any meer Mans power, there was no ſuch 
| Obligation upon any meer Man; as roobey or || ri 
# ſuffer,.-by way of Satisfation, for avother mans | © 
# Diſobedience ; or to recover thereby che happti- | $S 
F neſs another man had loſt, and make anew pur- | 
3 chaſe of what he had foifeiced;and God had ſeiz- | > 
ed into bis own hands. cl 
2. The third Ground of the merit of Chrifts | al 
Obedience, is the Dignity of the Perſon: I | B 
know not what other reaſon, but- the Dignity 
reſultivg from the Divine Nature, to the Hu- 
-. Mene, that che Blood of the Son of man, 1s cal- |} C 
| Jed the Blood of God, AR. 20,28. Grd purchaſed 
"the Church with bis own Bleed, The:Rion of one | F 
Nature, is the a&tion of the whole Perſon.| 47i- 
ones ſant Suppofiteramy weſay in the Schoolr,and 
WW ye diftingmnſh , between Prixcipium quo » 4nd" 
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which ir 18 nor under, in a Bruics ſo is the Hy-} 


[| ſaid to be forgiven. 


£# 
» - 


{2 hr 
qued, | A man is ſaid - think, and co ſpeak, 
becauſe they are borh che acts of the Perſon, 
thengh the one he does by yertne of his Soul, the ! 
other of his Body. And as ſence 1s dignified by 
being under che command of Reaſon), 1n a man, ; 


mane Natnre by Union to che Divine. As for! 
the Cavil of Secinians, ( whoſe Vomit, che! 
Dnakers have now licked up) that the dignicy: 
of the' Perſon comes not under Confderariong 
becauſe 'cis not the God-head, or Divine Naturg? 
char ſuffers, ic is yery furilous, They might wichias” 
much reaſon, ſay 'ris all one, wherher I ficrikemy” 
Prince, or a private Perſon, or an Enemy, or my: 
Father,becauſe my blows do nor fall upon Anrko- * 
rity, or Relation, bur on the perſon in Dignity, ? 
or related ro me ( as Grotizs well obſeryes, De. 
Satisf, Chr. c.8. ) 4] 5, og 

And it contradits the common ſence of'al 
Nations, who proportion their Puniſhment ro ? 
the dignity of the Perſon ipjured, I ſhall 
anſwer one Objection, though not in x. Pers 
Book. | 

Object, How can God be ſaid to forgive freely, 
when he r:quires Satufaltion? Are not theſe te 
Contradittory ? 

Anſw., i. There 1s no contradition between 
Forgiveneſs, avd SatisfaRion, becauſe they ars 
nor ad idems they reſpet not the ſame Perſons.IE 
Satizfaction were required of us, we could not be: 


(28) 
| Arnſ. 2. There are divers ats of Grace, where- 
by God makes way for Satisfaction, and the be- 
#. nefits of 1t, 

| 7, A Relaxation of che Law; which term in th 
Civil Law, notes an AR of a Superiour, where- 
& by the Obligation of a Law, in force, is taken 
E away,-aSto ſome Perſons and thiogs. In the caſe 


| by he admits a ſurery, whereas che Law chreatned 
&.che Sinner himſelf. A relaxation 'of the Law, 
; & ſay, chere was, as that is oppoſed to an Abro- 
gation, which is not here, for then che Ele, 
= Wwhili Sinners 10 ſtare, were not under the Curſe 
of the Law, which to affirm, were to contradict 
' the Apoſtle, Gal. 3.13. and as a Relation is 
$# oppoſed ro a fayourable Interpretation, #7 4 
| «15 "9g » for then the ſurery were in the primary 
.Q Qbligacion, as When one Perſon enters into a 
” Retogniſance with another, for his app+-arance in 
1 Court. But Chriſt was not bound with M:n 1n che 
# Covenant of works,toſee the law kepr,or under- 
| go the penalty which Relaxation was +n AG; of 
| Soveraionty:to the exerciſe wheref, hisown grace 
and nothing foreſeen in us'did prompr him. 
2. Another At of Gods Grace, is the Nomt- 
nation and Appointment of a ſurety ; Chriſt was 
made a ſurety, Heb. 7421. andby the Father, 
Heb. 10.7. I come ro do thy will, ſays Chriſt to 
his Father, of his endertakement as our ſurety 3 
which is an AG of Grace, for the Debtor;-not 


+ before us there was ſuch an Act of "Gods, vwhere- 


j the Credicor ; the MaletaRour, not the Judge, 7} 
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1 upon his SatisfaRtion, ſuppoſes it to be whar it | 


(29) "4 
is to find a ſurety. A Repreſentation of bork 
theſe Ads we have,Gen.2 2.2.13. where God ad- 
mitted, and provided a Rar for a Sactifice, in«: 
ſtead of 1/arc; though the Letter of the Com- 
mand was to offer J/aac himſelf. 1 

3. Gods Aftual Acceprance, the Payment or: 
SatisfaRtion,. made and rendered by Chrift,! 
which appears as otherwiſe, ſo eſpecially. ; 

I, By his ReſurreQion, 1 Tim. 3.16. God ma-? 
nifeſt in che. Fleſh, was juſtified 1n the Spirie # 
that is, by his God-head | ſo called, becauſe *cig. 
10 Nacure Spiritual, 1 Joh.4.24. | compared with” 
I Per. 3. i8. where "tis ſaid of Chriſt, That he” 
was put to death in the Fleb, but quickned by the* 
Spirie ; that is, his Humane and Divine Nature, ! 
And chey in(iru&t us in this Trath, that Chriſt's * 
Reſurreftion, was not only an Effe& of Divine ; 
Power, bur alſo of Chriſts Juſtificarion from ous), 
fin, charged upon him in his Death; and fo a 
Foundation laid for our Actual Forgiveneſs, to * 
be built on by Faith, 

That paflage alſo contributes ſome Aﬀiiftance, 
Matt. 28. verſe, 3. where the Angels of the Lord 
deſcended from Heaven, and r0ld away the Stone 
from the Door of the Sepulchre, which would have. 
been an Impediment to his getting out. For whas _ 
can the Creditors releaſe of che Surety out of 
Priſon Gevifie , but that he is ſatisfied, and the 
Debt paid? 

24 By his Inrerceſſion ; which being gtounded 


| as 
| pretends, full and a and being an Ap- 
'Plicarion to Grace, ſuppoſes that fatista@ion to 
be Solrniso recuſabils, refuſable payment ; for in 
| Obligations which ariſe ex delifo, from an Of. 
| tence commitred, Dam alin; ſolvit,dlind [olvitay, 
| ( aS Grote (peaks, De Satzs Chr. c. 7. when ano- 
| Ther Perſon | then what was originally obliged } 
| makes payment. | of the Debr of puniſhment, 
due to Jultice | another thivg is paid | them what 
Eche Law- required, | As ſuppoſe, for one man to 
offer todie for another, is Bo more in che Eye of 


"the Law, than ro offer himſelf to be Whipped, 


"eo-ſave the others Life; For the Judge can no 
- more admit of Exchange of Perſon, than of Pe- 
| nalty. 
| 4. Another at of Grace is in the means of 
| Application , of thar Satisfaction he exacts of 
Chrift, I mean Faith in Chrift : the formal Act 
; whereof, as Juftifying ſeems beſt placed in an 
Acceptance of Chriſt, for Juſtification » that be- 
| ing che correlate of che offer of Chriſt for rhar 
| end inthe Goſpel. Here appears a double aR of 
Grace, I. Inthe choice of chis Means of Appli- 
| cation, un acceptance looking leaſt like a Meri- 
| rotious AQ. 2, In the beſtowivg of ir, Faith be- 
# ive the gifr of God. The Apoſtle ſuggeſts both, 
f whes: he favs, Ie are ſaved by Grace, through that 
I Faith, which 3s n0t of owr ſelves, Epli. 2.8. 
 #, Pexs Scriptures, from p. 16. to- 20. proves 
only iviat we grants (viz) That God does freely 


= p4rder Sin ; but » not that he pardons Sin without _ 


C4 6 om wand - hee} Poo 


| 


. pent, forgive him ; if be cr again to thee; ſaying 


is.) 


5 
Satisfaition ; only we may obſerve z how in th 
Enumeration of thoſe Names of God which im- 
port free Forgiveneſs, he leaves out that Name 
(which is ſub-joyned to them as a Limitation. ) 
That will by no means clear the Guilty, Exod: 34-7. 
That is not contrary to the order of Juſtice, 
which he hath preſcribed, which order, is ro res 
quire that Satisf2Rion of the ſurety, which is re 
mitted to the Principal. From 44ag.6-1 2. Forgive 
44 oy Debts, as we forgive our Debtor, he ſeems t@ 
offer at an Argument. | # 
Arg. 1f it be our duty to forgive without a Sys 
tisfaction received, and God is to forgive us.g#m1 
we forgive them) then is a Satisfaction totally exz 
cluded, p. 18. 1. M8 
Anſ. There is an agreement between Gods 
Forgiveneſs and ours, 7, In reſpect of the cawfa 
Proegumenas or inward moving Cauſe, callec 
Kindneſs, Tender-Heartedneſs, Eph. 4. 32. 2.Jr 
reſpeR of the EffeR, which in both, is the Offen 
ders Impurity, ; 
Bur ir will not follow there mult be a ſimilicudi 
every Way.Pen might,with as much ſhew of Rea 
ſon,infer from Eph. 4.32. Forgiving one anotbery e 
ven 4s God for Chriſts ſake hatb forgives you ; this 
ſeeing we are to forglye,as God does us, therefar 
we are not to forgive another, bur for che ſake 
ſome Third Perſon, who hath intereſt in vs. 
An[. 2, We are not bound 1a all caſes,.t 
forgive another. without Satisfaction, JF be 7 


: 
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þ repent, thou fralt forgive him, Luke 17. 3, 4. Man 
| asa Judge, may not forgive without Satisfaction 
1 to Law. 

f Arg. From Marr. 18, 27, 33. he infers, that 
| it had been no fault inthe Servant, not to bave 
4 forgiven his Brother withour Satisfaction, if the 
+ Kings Mercy had not been propoſed for his Ex- 
$ ample. | 

 Avnſw. 1. That wherein the Compariſon lies, 


FForgivenels : There is ground enovgh for a 
Cc mpariſon, between Perſons,or things, if there 
Fbea likeneſs in any one reſpect : See vey. 35. 

2... If we lick in the Letter of che Parable, 
EGod is repreſented under another 94575, babi- 
Frude or Conſideration than in the Doctrine of 
FSatisfaction now under debate. For, here he is 
-conlidered as Rector, or Governour ; but there 
a8" a Creditor, and ſo as a private Perſon. In 
Frhe Doctrine of Satisfaction, God diſcharges 
Hrom Obligations, Ex delifo, or deb:s due to 
Jaltice, by Offence committed againſt the Law. 

{ Tn the Parable, God diſcharges from an Obli1- 
gation, Ex contratta, ariling from Covenant or 
Contract : So_is a man made a debrour to a 
Private Perſon. And there's not che ſame 
$ \reaſon in many reſpects, for Forgiveneſs with- 
$iont Satisfaction in both caſes; not to Exe- 
$icute Penal Laws, is co diſparage the Legiſla- 
Ffeive Anthority. Hence the Rule in Politicks, 
Cir3s nuul'es loves Napund7ley, not Calily to re- 
Hax Laws once Eſtabliihed. Ji 


His the Forgiveneſs ic ſelf; not the manner of 
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| quite and becomes our Friend, | 


(33) | | 
His firſt Abſurdity, p. 20. I paſs by, having de- *' 

{ clated my ſenſe abour che poſſibility of pardon- | 
qJ ing fin without Sarisfaction. 


Abſ. 2. That the Creatare 1s mere capible .of 
extending Forgiveneſs, than the Oreator, 


Anj. All chat will follow from our Do&rine, © * ? 
is, thac there is great difference between Gods - : 


condition and ours, his Majeſty and. our mean- 
neſs, ther we have no reaſon to ftand ſo much 
vpon our Terms, and to have ſnch a Sentiment 
of affronts done to us, there being an equality 


berween us and our Brerhren, bur an Infinite ing@* 


ualicy berween God and us, 
Abſ. 3. That God ſo Loved the World, as to give 
his only Son for to ſave it, axd yet, that God ſtood 


j off in Diſpleaſure, till Chrif ſatisfied his Tuftices 


22. 20, 
X eAsſ. To clear this, obſerve that Divines di- 
Ninsgiſh of Tria momenta Divine voluntatisy three 
ſteps or degrees of Divine Love to Mankind. 
x. Before Chrifts Satisfation, God 1s nor wholly 
averſe from Reconcil ation on good Terms, 
(chough he be throvghly angry wich ys. ) For if 
he had been reſolved co itind to the Rigor of the 
Law, and not admir of any SatisfaRion, there 
had been an end of our Salvation. 

2. Upon Chritts Sarisf:ction, he does not on- 
ly decermine, but promiſe to Jay:his Anger a- 
fide, | 

2. Upon Agual Faith; he lays afide his Anger 
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which I do not afficm, ; 
Conſ, 3. That it Was nnworthy of God to pardons) 7; 
| PET ld We” 


(34) 
IF. Pexs Reaſons why Chriſt could not ſatisfie 
Gods Juſtice, as mn, or as God ſingly, I paſs by, 


> 


but 


« 


though 1 might except againſt ſome of them asf7*9" 


ng cogent, though the thipg be true, and owned 
y us. 

Bur his reaſon ; why Chriſt could not ſatisfie 
as God-man, is abſurd in phraſe and ſenſe, For, 


Where two Mediums, or middle Propoſitions are 


finely inconſiſtent, with the Nature of the end, 
for which chey were at firlt propounded, their 


f. Conjunction does rather Augment than leſſen 
| ©. che difficulty of ics accompliſhment, 


His meaning is, I think, that where two things 
fingly will nor attain any end, for which chey 


are uſed «$ means, much Jeſs will chey attain it 


cogether: As if he ſhould ſay, two men can 
much leſs bear a Burden, when joyned together, 
which neither of them alone- can bear ; or ra- 
ther, as if. he ſhould ſay, Lazarus Soul withour 
his Body could nor ſpeak, nor his Body without 
the Soul in their Separation ; therefore 11 their 
Union or Conjunctionzat his Reſurrection, much 
leſs could he ſpeak. 1 refer you to what hath 
been ſaid before of the value of Chriftts Obedi- 
ence, ariſing from the Dignity of his Perſon. 

To his Conſequences Irceligious and Ircati- 
onal, I ſhall ſay a liccle. In the rwo firſt, I am not 
concerned, becanſe they milicate again{t the Im- 
poſſibility of Forgiveneſs wichour Satisfaction, 
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i2|., Innocent , and but a meer-Man, Suffered only 
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but mit to inflit pnnilhmens on the Tunccent , or 


require a Satisfattion where ther? was Nothing 


Ke. 
| eAuſw.1, 1do not ſay (nor do we generally) 
that is was unworthy of God, to pardon Sin 


without SatisfaRiob, becauſe he did nor chink- - 
ficto do ir. That wilt be no betrer Conſequence, 


than to ſay, if it had pleaſed God to Create the 
World. Then is had been unworthy of God, not to 
have Created it. | | 


ſolving the contrary. 


Hatred of Sin, had been never che leſs; if he had 
not puniſhed Sin, yer man might haye been apr 
to have miſ-judeed him. The ſinner concluded 
God to be ſnch an one as himſelf, (s.e. one that 


made as light. a matter of fin as he did) becauſe. 


of Gods patience towards him, P/al. 50. 27. 

2, Impunity' mizhe have been abuſed for an 
Incouragement to lin, Eccleſ, 8. 11, and other 
reaſons might be s1ven. 

3. The reaſon; why ic was not unworthy of 
God to punifii the Innocent, is, becauſe of his 
free conſevt, and Yolents non fit injHria ; and be- 
canſe as God he had a Soveraigo, and as man, a 
ſpecial depured Power over his life, and the. 
comforts of it, Fohy 10. 18. He had a command- 
mext 0 lay down, his Life, | 

3, According to Pex's Opinion ; Chrift,thongh 


For God proceeded on good Grounds, in re» 3 
1. For though his Love to Righteouſneſs, and” -1 


(36) 
for an Example, p. 19. and why not then for Sz- 
cisfation to Divine Juſtice, thac beipg a Nobler 
defigen? | | 

bu Chriſt, when he ſaffered, was not Ionocenr, 


and when God required SatisfaRion of him, ic|. 
was due from him. Chriſt was guilty of our fin, 
when he ſuffered for it. For Guile is but 081;-| | 


gatio ad Prnam» an Obligation to undergo 
Puniſhment, which Chriſt was under by Con- 
cract; Chriſt was a ſar:e5> Heb. 7.22. when our debt 


* was demanded of him. And the /zrery is as 
 croly a Debtor as che Principal, though the man- 
per of becoming ſach be difterenr. 225 all 
'2 Conf. 4, Ic deprives God of the Praiſe of his 


Love. | 
' Coxſ 6. It Robs God of the Gifr of his Son 
for our Redemption. 
Conſ. $. Then we are not beholding co God, 
 Auſw. 1 put theſe together, becauſe he here 
concradias himſelf; for if the Son was Gods 
Gift for our Redemprion > how are we not be- 
holden to God ? or how is God deprived entire- 
ly of the praiſe of his Grace in our Redem- 
ption ? 
Conſ. 5. Ir repreſents the Son more kind than 
the Father ; whereas, if he be ſame God, then 
either the Father is as loving as the Son , or the 
Son as angry as the Father. | 
Ayvſ. 1, Conſider, the Father and Son as God, 
they are equally kind ro Mankind, and equally 


angry at mans ſin, as appears by their purpoſes i A-4 


| the Fathers perſonal. act is a fruir of che meer 


(37) | 
of Mercy, and Puniſhinear, diſcovered in the 
Promiſes and Threatnings. 

2. Our Doctrine repreſents not the Son kinder 
chan the Facher, but intimates a diftint manner 


and order of Kindneſs or Operation, about our 


Salvation, anſwerable to the order of their be- 
ivg - that as the Father is the firſt, ſo the Con- 
trivement of onr Redemption, 1s more pecult- : 
arly his At, the Undercakemevt of our aftual 2 
Redemprion, peculiarly che AG of the Son. It #3 
is a rule in Divinity, Vnam idewq; opus [or ope- © 


7 


ratio vel attio rather Opus enim eſt effetius attionus} © © 


2d extra diverſo reſpeitu Perſonale eff, & efſentiale; 


| Exterpal ARtions of God are in a divers reſpect, 


Eſſential and Pzrſonal. The Decree of the Son 


of Gods Incarnation, the Creation of his Body q 


and Soul, the parts of char Nature he ſublifted 
in, were Acts common to Father and Sonas one 
God, or Eſſential Acts; bur the Election of the 
Son to be our Redeemer in our Nature, 1s the 
peculiar AR of che Father ; The aſſumption of 
our Nature, the peculiar AQ of che Sony or per- 
ſonal Act, 

Conſ. 6. It Robs God of the Gift of his Son 
for our Redemprion) in afficmipg, the Son pur- 
chaſed that Redemption from the Father, by 
oiving himſelf ro-God as our Compleat Satis- 
faction, 

An(. No ſuch matcer. The deſignation of the 
Son of God to be our Redeemer, conſidered, as 


be: (38 
love of God the Father : yer the aQual collari- 


on of Redemprion in its effeRs and benefits de- 


petds on Chriſis purchaſe : or as the Schools di- 
ſtinguiſh, the a&#s volends, or the Fathers gift of 
the Son for onr Redemption (to ule Pex's phraſe) 
depends on nothipg without -himſelf : buc the res 
volita, or the Redemption it ſelf, our actual free- 
dom from fin and wrach depends on what Chrift 


-- didand iuffer'd, as an end upon ics means. 


{onſe. 7. By Chrifts payment of our debt it is 


* nor forgiven) bur transferd, we owing that now 


; ge on, which was owing before to the Fa- 


__Anſ. He might as well ſay, when a ſurety prys 
the debt, the debror owes that to the ſurety, he 
owed before to his Credicor,and ſo he is no ber- 
rer provided for than before, (to uſe IW.Pey's 
\'words ) which 1s not true, but when .counter- 


}  fecurity is given the ſurety by the principal. 


{onſ.9. If Gods jultice be ſatisfied for fins paſt, 
Preſent, and to come, God and Chritt haye loſt 
chejr power of 1nJoyning godlineſs, and puniſh- 
ing diſobedience. 

Avſe 1. Chriſts obedience was -not intended 
co exempt us from a perſonal obedience to the 
Law, but from it only as a condition of life, And 
we are only ſo far made righteons by Chriſts o- 


bedience, as we are untighteous by our own diſ- 


obedience. | 
2, God cannot puniſh diſobedience by yertue 
of the-Coyenant of works upon a jukihed p 
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 de-[ Debter, after he had'received it of che ſurety. 
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ſon, for then he ſhould exeR ſatisfaRtion of the 


And why may we not ſay, God cannot do, what 
were upjuſt for him todo? A moral, tho:gh nor 
a natural impctency may be aſcribed ro God. 


IT IL 


| Errour 3, 
That We are not juſtified by imputed righteo!ſneſs, 
| W. Pen. | 


He word jsſtifie Magic and Ixgntuer, and ther” 
Heb, P'TSTI fignifies juſtam facere, and in * 
the Scripture uſage) it isra forentick word, and 
fenifies to pronounce righteous, and ſo is oppo- 
ſed ro condemnaticny and accutation, Rom. 8.33. 
The word impute a%Coum properly fignifies the 


the Heb. LUN heniftes to think, imagine, and 
reaſon, and hence in Scriprure'1t 18 applied to @ 
legal Act, whereby the righteouſneſs of one, viz, 
Chriſt is admicced for another, and ſo far ac-' 
counted and efteemed that others, as that he ob. 
eains the benefic of it, io all intents and purpo- 
ſes, as if ir bad been his perſonal righreonſneſs. 
1 ſhi!} produce for the word and thing bur one 
Scriet ey which is expreſs for us, Rom. 4. 6. 
| { #:(cribes the bleſſedneſs of the Man, to 
Lord imputeth Righteouſneſs Without 

Ws ; rhat isthe Righteouſneſs of another, 


PE 0 
dd BY. 


Witho.r.Vorks of his own) elſe there were con- 
_ erads(tio 


ſame wich voice [apputoy tn Calt acconnt, and  ! 


F- (40) 
' tradiflio in adjefto.] And obſerve, the Apoſtle 


which ſpeak not of Impuracion of Rizhteo':ſncſs 
io terms, but of Forgiveneſs, and not impu- 
ting Sin, which mult be {ſuppoſed to lie in Im- 
putation of Righteonſneſs, as Effeds in their 
Cauſe. Now in abſolutely free Forgiveneſs, 
there's no Imputation of Righteouſneſs , bur 


© what is our,own inherencly, according to Pey,ind 


| other Sochnians. 
FF. Three Arguments will ſuffice co evince the- 
{= Troth:oÞ our fide. | | 


[= Arg. 1. From the proportion which our Juſti- 


E fication by Chriſts Righteouſaeſs bears co our 


Condemnation by Adam's Sin, bur our Condemi- * 


*- pation was by Imputation of Adams Sin. There- 
fore our Jultiification is- by the Imputation of 
Chriſt's Righteouſneſs, Row.5.19- points us our 


ro this Collation ; As by ove mans Diſebedience, 


many were made Sinners : ſo by the Obedience of one, 
(hall many be m:de Righteous, 

Arg. 2. From the proportion, which our be- 
ins made Righteous, bears ro Chriſts , being 
made Sin. Burt Chriſt was made Sin by Imputa- 
tiop, Therefore ſo are We made Righteous, 2 Cor.5. 
alt, gives ground for Arguing from ſuch Propor- 
tion; For he was made Sin for #, who knew 10 Sin, 
[ 5 e. by an Experimental knowledge of ics Ope- 
ration in biinſelf, Peter therefore ſays, he did no 
S5n, 1 Pet- 2.21. ] that we might be made the 


Righteouſneſs of God in him. 


gives us the ſum of Davids Words, verſ. 7.8, 
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'Jrion of Riphicouſnels tous, bear tothe marcer 


y Law made another, ic cannot 'be ſo meant. For ? 


| ſpeak ſtriftly ) account us to have done and ſuf- | 


(41) 


Arg: 3. From the proportion, which Imputa® . 


df our Juſtification, which Cas we haye ſhewn 
before) being the Righteouſneſs of another, ? 
cannot be made ours any other way, than by 
[mputations- So, and no otherwiſe; the ſureties 
pay ment of the Debt becomes the Ak: of che | 
principal Debtor. | 

This laſt Argument ſuggeſts an Anſwer to 1 
7. P's Cavils about the word - /mpute, that-1t 1s | 
altogether .uſed ro cxprefs whar is Reſorts E: 
theirs, of whom it is ſpoken, p. 29, For ſup n=*. 
poſing it were ſo ordinarily, yet 'when it is "ap= } 
plyed to the af of one perſon, by Operation Ft 


it is a good rule, Veirba intelliguitur ſecundum * 
Subjetammateriam, words arc to be interpreted, 
when ambiguous, according to their ſ{ubje& mat-- 
tcr, I ſhall propoſe, and anſwer one Objeftion' +! 
of another D#akers, before Icome to Per's. 
Obj, How can God account us to. have done : 
what we have not ? So Whitehead, 'Voice of Wiſe * 
dome, 3, Head. | 
Sol, We muſt not fancy any miſapprehenſion 
or falſe judgement in God : God does not (to 


fered what we did nots. as the Credicor does not 
account the principat to have paid the debr, 
which he knows the ſurety paid for him. Bur 
God admits of what Chriſt did for our behoof; - 
as if ithad bzen our perſonal At, As the Cres |; 

D ditop 


F dicor Cancels the Bond, lets the Debtor -out of 
t Priſon, and gives him every way as Legal a Diſ- 
| charge upon the Swreties payment of the debr, 
| 2 he could haye done upon his Perſonal Pay- 
£ NMC{LS. 

| Next, T1 ſhail cake notice of Per's Scriptures and 
| Argumcats: y 7 
As for Ex14.23.1. Prov.t7.15. one anſwer will 
ſerve both. God docs not, nor allowes he Man 


Hay; whilſt he is ſuch ; nor docs God juſtifie the 
Fwicked, 4o juſtifying thoſe ro whom Righte- 
- olfnefs is impured, for by that imputation,they 
| arc firſt made Righteous, and then Juſtified, or 


* you will deny, that the Att of one Perſon may 
# by contra, or At of Law, become the A& of 
f another, as was aboye explained, there's no 
| weight in your allegations. As for Ezek, 18, 20. 
| The ſon | ſpall not bear the iniquity of bis Fa- 
ther, | | 
| _ eAvſm. EX0d. 34.7. One of God's names 1s 
 Vifting. the Imgaity of the Fathers upon the chil- 
dren, 8c... T bus then we colle&; that this place 
ſigaifics Gods Perpetual and Immutable righr, 
which to us ſeems to: be equitable, in regard_of 
\ the near Conjunftion between Parent and 
Child, (the Child being but the Parent multi- 
plied.) That in Ezebzel,, 1mports Gods gracious 
| Reccffion from his right, becauſe of their more 
W chan ordinary audacity, in charging his 9 
; WER 


» 
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[to juſtifie the wicked ,' /» ſenſu compoſite, as we | 


| Legally declared ro be Riglutcous: So that unleſs by 
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1t of | With incquality, verſe 25. ver, 
they ſhould not have occaſion any more to uſe! 
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debr, 
Pay- 
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the 
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- are juſtified by an Inhercnt,and fo not by-an, ime 


ther, impated: to him. For ſuppoſing the righe 


. 4 3% ” kk. 
25. verſe 3, he tells theny 


that Proverbyverſe 2, the. meaning whereof, was 
verſe 19. The Son bears the iniquity of bis Father , 
which'iimplies they had. had occaſion touſe it.See 
Toſs. 22,17, 2 Sam. 21. 9, 14. Inſtanccs of the' 
Jews Children bearing the {»1quity of cheir, Fas 


i. © KL 3 


puted Righteouſneſs. The, chick, I _ahi{wered 
before .on the' head of Juſtification : The. reſÞ 
are obvious. : "; " 

Arg. 1, God cannet Juſtific what 15 oppoſite to bus: 
pure Nature, | ts > *|- 

Anſw. Nor does God juſtifie what is oppoſite! 
to his pure Nature, in juſtifying a Perſon in 
himſelt impure, upon the Righteouſneſs of ano= 


of Soveraignty veſted in . God, \to_ admit .of 
Chriſts Righteoutneſs, for our perſonal Righte= 
ouſneſs, and an. intimate Conjuncion. between 
Chriſt and us, as one in Nature, and myſtically 
by Faich, when God juſtifies. a Perſon for impu- 
ied Righteouſneſs ; he juſtifizs one | as truly 


(chough not in the fame manner). Righteous, 
©. |. D 2 _ 


4 | 49) 
F 25 if he had been perſonally Righteous. 
t Arg: 2. 1f a man were juſtified by innocensy before 
| the Fall, then ſo muſt he be juſtified after it, 
| ÞAzſw. We deny the Conſequence, becauſe 
| Man having broken” the Covenant made with 
| him, God was at his free choice how he would 
{deal with him, (and that God did not think fic 
.0 juſtifie Man by a perſonal Innocency or Righ- 
.teouſncſs, I ſhall prove under the. 4th. Head of 
Errurs) which I preſume Po» underſtands ; for 
otherwiſe, we are ſince the Fall, juſtified by In- 
F nocency, 'or a perfe&t Righteouſneſs, as before 
#.it, we ſhould have been, only the manner of 
Communication is different ; the one by a Phy- 
Efical, the other by a Legal Att or Operation. 
x - 3.S1n came n0t by Imputation,but attual Tranſ- 
© OYVC//LO5, Gn - 
p: Anſw. Theſin of Adam was made his poſteri- 
| tics, Rem, 5.12, 14, by Imputation : Adam was a 
| Common- Root to Mankind by nature, but a 
Common Perſon by Divine Conſticution,in that 
t politive Precept and Threat, Ge. 2. 17. and the 
{ Promiſe therein included, in caſe of Obedience ; 
whence as if he had flood, we had all ſtood in 
thim; ſo he falling, we all fell, or fred 12 bum, 
{as the Apoſtles phraſe is, Ro.5.12.And then thence 
[che Apoſtle argues, That as by eve maus difobedi- 
Wl c:.ce many were made Smners, ſo by the Obedi- 
ence of one ſhall many be made Rightrons, Rom. 
==5- 19. | 
I ATS: 4. Amen cam be ſaid to be altually Sine 


* | hi ful, P 


. 48? þ 
ful, and Imputatively Righteout; He may as well be 


uy ſaid to be attually Damned, and Imputgtruely Savig, 
zuſe Anſw, Why not, as well asto lay, a man 1s 
vich | aAually poor, not worth a Groat : but impus 
ug | Fatiyely Rich, as having by his Surety, paid 


- Ge | His debt of thouſands; or to ſay, the ning men 
throughout a mutinous Army, are aftually guil= 
of | > and yer impuratiyely Innocent, when the 
tenth man is admitted to fuſtain the puniſhment 


__ due to the reſt. Yet there's not the like reaſon tg 
're | fay,a man is actually Damned, and, imputas! 
of tively Saved 3 no more then tq ſay, a. Man'1s 
y- actually dead, and imparatiyely alive :. for lms 

kes only a res 


| puration 1s an att of Law, and ma | 
[- * lative, not areal change, as from being.condems 

ned tobe juſtified, not from being dead ro be as 
live. / | 


1- : 

| w. P's Conſequences, are ſome rhe ſame wit 
< his Arguments, as 1, 2,3, 6. and ſo anſwered 
- already,ard the other three are co-incident up 


= | - onthe matter ; and the ſum of them is, that if 
- | webe juſtified by imputed Righteouſneſs, there 
k 15no need of Inherent Righreouſneſs. If 
Anſw, There is no need of Inherent Righte 
Ouſneſs for Juſtification, but yer there 15 need- 
>» Of ir as to other ends:as to make us meet for Hea- 
Ven, (el. 1.12, The different uſe or need of im- 
Pured and perſonal Righteouſneſs, may be cx- 
Preſſed by this Similirude ; Legirimatrion giyes 2 
£gbr in law to our Pareats eſtate. 
The uſe of reaſon , gives a natural capacity gh 
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AnJoying ic. Imputed: Righteouſneſs, SIVES US 2 
FIitleco the Heavenly Iahcritance, "Taheren:, 
(!VCs'usa fitneſs.for theenjoying of it,. ( it lyins + g00 
p12 Communitgn with God; )) withour likeneſs ot | fror 
_-— — there tan be no liking of cach o- | ”g' 
T1cTty 9, 


* ry SE Ts 1. $4 
T _-  Exronir 4. ind; 


F* That our Gord Works ( as they are wrought in 
4 "03" Fhe - Spirit) are a e Meritorious (or deſerving) (an 
{  Canſe of our juſtificatioy. Geo. Whitehead's | £0 
--. Voice of Wiſdom p. 19. Printed 16 59. (wt 
- The Arguments I nrge againſt this Errour, are 

Three. 


F Arg. 1. Ur good works fall ſhort of the rule ]. 74 
JF of Juſtification, which is the whole hay 
| Law. Rom. 8.3, What the Law could not do, in that Ooul 
" at was weak, through the fleſh, God ſending his own Son, »otl 
F &c. The (um of the Verſe is, that Chriſt was 
| ſent to fulfill theLaw for our Juſtification, which | Þct 
we could not do our felyes, through our cor- | det 
ruption, which makes us as averſe, ſo impotent, | 25! 
| ro Obedience of the Law. on 
F Arg.2,That we ſhould be juſtified by our good | IN 
F Works, is inconſiſtent with the profeſſed end of | th 
F God,in the way of our juſtification;which is,thac 
whoſoever Glorieth, may Glory in the Lord, verſe 31 
which Affirmative implics the Negative, ſpoken þ 


go) 
bB 


CaÞ) | 
of on another-account, virſe 29, T hat no Fleſh may * 
Glory in his preſeace. But if we be JuRitied by our | 
g00d Works, all glorying+1s' not taken away | 
from us : as appears by Rom. 3.27. Where 15 boaſts: | 
mg then } it ts excluded : By what Law ? of Works? | 
Nay, bat by the Law of Faith, I mean ( and ſo"! 
doth the Apoſtle) ſuch glorying or boaſting, as } 
the creature is capable of. The Apoſtle tells us! 
indeed, that if Abraham were juſtified by Works } 
he hath whereof to Glory, but not before God, Ron? 
4: 2. I ſuppoſe, partly becaule all his ſtrength? 
(and (o proportionably any of ours, ſo juſtitiedV* 
ro do thoſe Works, was originally trom' God 
(which conſideration is ſuggeſted ro check ours 
boaſting, cirher of Gifts or Graces ; ) VYhat baſ#? 
thou that thou didſt not receive 2 now| if thou" didſt* 
receive it, why doſt thou glory, as if thou hadſt not. 
received it ? 1 Cor. 4+ 7. And partly becauſe we! 
have an immediate depenidance upon ' God in. 
our operations, Job» 15. 5. Without me ye can' do. 
»vothing yacs epi, Seorſim a mes. ſeparate or a-' 
part from me, relating ro that myſtical- Union 
between Chriſt and his people , whereby their: 
dependance upon him, in all the good chey do, is 
aSnear and intimate,as that of the Branches up- 
oh the Vine, by vertue of their natural Union, 
in the bearing any Fruit. So che 4 verſe ſtates 
the Compariſon, As the branch cannet bear Fruit. 
of it ſelf except it abide 1» the Vine, no mire can ye, ex- 
cept ye a idemmwme. | 

3e Therc is no natural Equiyalency berween 
og 


4 (48) 
FPur good Works, and a reward, as there ſeems 
Fo be between our Eyil Works, and puniſh- 


t nalty. 
| What boaſting then you will ask is the crea- 
\ture capable ef, and hath he ground tor, in juſti- 
fication by his own good Works or Righteouſ- 
[neſs ? I anſwer, That chere comes nothing, as 
the reaſon or Meritorious Cauſe of the reward 
promiſed, berween the promiſe of reward to 
four good Works, .and the performance of it ; 
| bur the 29g0dneſs of our works,or their confor- 
+ mity to the rule, the Law of God. The truth 
t of this will appear,if we compare the Tenour of 
rhe Covenant of Works, and Grace, Gal. 3. Thar 
Eno man 1s juſtified by the Law in the ſight of 
| Gods evident ; For the juſt ſhall lrve by Faith, and 
1 the Law x5 n0t of Faith ; bat the man that deth 
# them (i. e. the many things contained in the 
{Law ] ſhall ve in ther, yerſe 11, 12, Tis evident 
F to any attentiveReader,that a compariſon is here 
F made berween the rwo Covenants in point of 
{ Juſtification : and their difference lies in this, 
| that in the one, the doer of the Law lives in or 
| by ir; but the juſt £ Evangellically] lives by Faith, 


{ Faith being oppoſed tothe deeds of the Law, 
| is oppoſed to, and excludes it ſclf ) but Faith is 
 metonymically put for its abje&, Chriſt cloſcd 
4 with for juſtification, or Righteouſneſs of 
| Chriſt made ours by Faith, called the refore a 


ment, though the Law had expreſſed no pe-. 


not by Faith asa Work ( for, conſidered as ſuch, 


Reghteouſs 


+ Query, whatthe Lord will be pleaſed with, ors } 


{ it bewhat I have firſt beftowed on thee by Faith. 


| .(49) 
Righteouſneſs through the Faith of Chriſt, the 
Righteouſneſs which is of God by Faith, (viz. 1n re * 
ſpc& of the a&tual Collation or beftowing of it; 
not of the Praviſion or Preparation of it, for that. } 
is before Faith) Pi, 3. 9. And becauſe God - 
deſigns to rake away glorying in Juſtification, 
Faith in God chrough the Meſſtas, 1s called a 
Walking humbly with God, Micali. 6.8, That it does } 
relate to the Law of Faith, and but only by cons Þ 
| ſequence, it at all, not direAly ro che Law of? 
Providence or Submiſſion to afliftions, I ana® 
induced to believe upon theſe two grounds : ,.f* : 
1, Becauſe otherwiſe God returns no anſwer.” 
(which he ſeems plainly ro defign) . ro the : 


* 3 
*#£x 
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what (atisfaftion ſhall be given him for [fraels * 
fin, which is the fum of the Queſtions, v#r/. 9. 
wul the Lord be pleaſed with thouſands of Rams, * 
or with ten thouſands of Rivers of Oyl ? Shall I; 
rave my firſt-born for my Tranſgreſſiom, the fruit of * 
wy Body for the ſin of my Soul 7 ' Bur underſtanding 
it chus, there is a plain Anſwer, viz. I do not 
expe any Righteouſneſs of thy gift, but of thy 
 acceprance : or thus, I ſhall not be pleaſed with 
any Righteouſneſs which thou bringeſt, unleſs 


2. The pride of mans heart makes him as 
loath te accept of a Righteouſneſs freely offered 
himzas to accept of the puniſhment of bis iniquity | 
juitly inflicted. It makes him as loath to part 
with the priy:ledges he had in the Old Cove- ; 


nant ; 


(50) 
F: nant, ashe that hath ſer up for himſelf ſom 
F* time, isto turn an Apprentice : and therelore, 
- Tis aStrue an at of Humility, to accept of 
+ Gods Rightcouſncſs, as of his Chaſtiſements fol Arg 
F Sins. | " land not 
Arg. 3. 1t Raghteouſneſs were by the Law] Az 
- (s. e. by out perſonal Obedience tofor th 
| fopty., it) then Chriſt died in vain; theyplace 
| Gratis arethe Apoſtles own words, Gal. 2hore v 
| 3mmmerito, 21, which we may make a perfeAfazd 0 
E . without, Hypothetical Syllogiſme, by adding|yyay ; 
F* ſufficiegr the Minor. Bur Chriſt died not injys 
> Cauſe. vain,and the Concluſion, therefore ;er. 
A _ © Righteouſneſs comes not by the Law| T. 
' The reaſon of the Conſequence in the Majors ic 
Which the Apoſtle affords us,is, becauſe the end] impc 
of Chriſts death was to provide usa Righteouſ+] (0 di 
- neſs, to be tendred to Gods acceptance, and| a liv 
F which ( ſuppoſing the Covenant of Grace) he ality 
EF. neither would,nor could refuſe : But if we havel | at 
Righteouſneſs ſufficient for the end of Rightes| gecl 
ouſneſs, Juſtification ;- the Righteouſneſs provi-| (vi: 
ded by Chriſt,comes a day after the Fair, w wel Wc« 
{ay)roo late tobeſtead us. Chriſt's end in bis] Fa: 
Death,was ro do that for us (in point of Juſtifi- | dec 


cation)which we could not do for our ſelves, (as 


| may well be inferred from the place rouched at} As 
j aboyc, Rom, o. Is 4.) by 
5a | Fa 
ap! 


The | 


(51) Ae 
ſom 


lore) The Scriptnres they alledge, are 3 
t of Y | -- 
s fo] Arg. t. James 2. 24. 4 ma 1s juſtified by Works, \| | 

hd not by Faith oxly. | | 1 - 


L2W] Axſw.It we take Juſtification in a proper ſenſe, ||! 
e tofor the Abſolucion or Acquiring of a 9inner, this +| 
the place would contraditt that in Rom. 3.28. Theres ' 
al. 2hore we conclude, that a man tis juſtified by Faith, \\ 
tedtſand rot by the Deeds of the Law, But there is ale" } 
ling way a ({weet conſent though ſometimes a ſeem- . 4 
t 1njQg diflent between one Scripture "and anos 
fore ther. | ly 7 
aw TI therefore diſtinguiſh between Juſtificationy” 
Jor#as ic imports the Abſolution of a finner,and asit 
end imporis the Approbation of a Beleiver. I al- * 
uſ] ſo diſtinguiſh the word, Faith, as it is taken , for 
and a living, or for a dead Faith ; that is, for the re- 
hg ality of Faith, orthe bare profeſſion. And-then 
vel 1 anſwer , that James tells us, how a Man is |} 
tee] declared or manitcſted to be a juſtified Perſon, } 
Vi] (viz.) not by a profeſſion of Faith only,. bur by : 
wel Works alſo; we arcjuſtifitd by. Works, as our | 
11S Faith is made perfe by works, Jam. 2. 22. that 1s 
fi-f declaratively. Faith is declared or evidenced to 
aS4 be perfect, thar is,fincere and true, by Works- 
= As the Trce is not made, bur ſhewn to be good 
| by the fruicit bears. And hence 'tis ſaid, that 
F aith without Works ts dead, yer(e 20. Itis (0, and 
appears to beſo, as the Tree that bears not at all. | 
Aud the ſcogg of the place 1s to tar the 

Ypo- ; 


he 


EYs.þ ($52) ſeem 
*; | /pacrites-. that ſaid they had Faith, and had , - 
| | 2NE, aS appears, verſ. 14+ and onward.” Where-(,exic 
” | }Pawl inthe other place, Rem. 3.28. ſhews usſheca 
| | ow a Sinner is formally juſtified in the fight ofſ6j,o, 
; /5htfhokey by a True Faith mn Chrift, as will ap-|jc, 2 
'F dearto him that obſcrycs,verſ. 25426. where God|f th 
#15 laid to juſtific him chat belicyes in Jeſus 3 #bow|p, jy 
E/ God bath ſet forth to be a Propitation through Faith tn Beza, 
[ bis Blood. | my ; As 
| Arg.2. Rom, 8. 2,4. The Law of the Spirit of life | 1:;6 « 
San Chrift Jeſus, hath made me free from the Law of Rab 
{ Sin 4d Death. That the Righteouſneſs of the Law ly col 
| ey be fullfilled in us, who walk 10: after the Fleſh [1 
E but after the Spirit, From the firſt of theſe verſes Othe 
| they conclude, chat they are made free Merito- 
| riouſly by che Law of the Spirit in us, from the | 
Law of Sin and Death, becaule it is the ſame þheaq, 
F Law of the Spirit of Life that is in Chriſt, and þ\}je j 
the Saiars. From the ſecond they obſerve, that | 4, 
[the Righteouſnes of the Law is fulfilled in the þ ce 
| Perſons of the Saints. #  kretl 

Arſe "To theſecond Perſe, theirs cannot oe þ[1.e 4, 
| the meaning of the Text : For, ſuppoſing a ſtare | Fi 
| of treedome from (in atcainable in this lite, and | Th 
that by che Law of ſin and death, is meant only ogic 
| death, the fruit of ſia: yer how can chere be any F;e,++ 
| colour for meric of juſtification, when the very | 4, 
priviledge of char ſtare adds to thoſe obligati- | , 
ens, by which all th? ſervice our capacity will 
eXcend to, had been due to God) if we had ne= 
ver fianed ? Two other Sences ind&ed. che words. 


* a 


(33) 
{cem to learned Men not uncapable of © | 
had] 1. That the Apoſtle giyesa reaſon of the con4*! 
ICctnexion between juſtification and ſanEification,} -; 
S USlhecauſe the ſame Chriſt Jeſus that juſtifies by his] : 
c of blood,  ſanCifies by his ſpirit. So Calum, ec. nl ; 
AP*|/oc, 2, That they contain the meritorious cauſe } | 
Sod of that juſtification, which is evidenced by an |\; 
bow |}, ly life, viz. the a&iye obcdicnce of Chriſt, So 
Þm:|przs. And to this I rather incline. 58 
. | As for Yer. 4] ſome: underſtand'them to note | 
life this end of Chriſts ſending into the World, v1z.. 
4 f that Gods righteous Laws mighrt!not be abſolutes. 
-4? fly contemned,' and fo given in vain ; but mighg*..: 
©? |be obſerved ( though imperfe&ly ) by believers: 
rſes Dthers, of the impuration of Chriſts ſurety;xigh* I 
” eouſneſs, Fide juſſoria juſtia. The Quakertg® 
be ſure miſtakes ; for Iſhall ſkew under che next” 
NC ſhead, no perfect perſonal righteouſneſs 1s attain= 
nd Eble in this life. ; 
aty Arg. 3. Itour cvil works are the meritorious 
ne Eaufe of our condemnation, then our good works + ? 
hire the mericocious cauſe of our juſtification. Bur 
DC the antecedent is true, therefore the Conſcquear. 
CK Fiſhers diſpute at Sanvdwich, 
id | The conſequence he proves from that Rule in 
ly ogick, Contraria contrariorum ratio, of contra- 
Y Fics there isa contrary reaſon or conſequence. 
'Y | Avſ. We deny the conſequeact of the major. 
l” | 1. Becauſe our good, and our evil works, are 
il bor perfe&ly contrary. For our evil works are 
erfeRly evil. ; for malum fit rx quiliver —_ | 
ny - 1 
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Fi Any one defe&t makes our: works evil: but ou 
* >ood works are bur [imperfe&tly good., iFor Bs 
Hum fit ex integris caufis,. There mult be a con 
ormity in all reſpe&s to'the Law:to make oufrhat 
{/| works good.For that rule on whichFiſher ground 
FF his conſcquence,bolds only of immediate or perſ 
 [fe&t Tontraries, not of mediate.: And''fo his con 
{ | ſequence 1s bur like this. Jfcold water will Chil 
A 2 mans body, luke-warm yyater will {cald ic. Ich 
f/ 2- Becaufethere-isnocondignity in our g00JjMan 
works, were:they perfettly good ; There cannof -T 
>. bea proportion berweena'finire wark, and infijtrutt 
L Hicereward.”Tis true, rhe Apoſtle fays; To himfactai 
that worketh,the rewardis reckon'd not of graceſinſta 
bur of debt, Row. 4. 4. Bur itisro be underſtoogScrij 
_ of 2 debt, E x patto graft,” EX eperts erguitat e, qu rain 
| . by promiſe; not by any'merit precedingthe proJQue 
miſe.* & "I 4 ture, 
Arg. 4. Rom. 2. 13. Notthe hearers. of thdthe « 
- Law arcjuſt before God, bur the .dbers of thqand 
- Law ſhall be juſtified. Pey. p. 26. A 
Arnſ, The words give the reaſon of their periſh] Fai] 
ing, who had the Law, (viz) the Jews, becauſ{ freec 
God cannot juſtifie- any on the terms of rhqBur | 
old Covenanr, that do aort perfettly fulfill ir {and 
which the Jews were far enough from being abld freec 
to do, or indeed from indeavouring it. ThefſCon 
pleaſed themſelves in their priviledges, and ex] of re 
rernal a&ts of worſhip (for which hearing 1s pul of ? 
by a Synechdoche) as equivalent in merit to agai 
perfeCt legal rightgouſnets, trad 
Error 54 - 
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e-OutThat a ſtate of freedome from fin, is attainable in 
und | this Life, 


r per 
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Gainſt this Errour, I urge two Arguments: : 
1, If no mecr;Man eyer attained to any ! 
ſuch ſtate, then it 1s not attainable. Bur no meer 
200QMan ever did,ec. VI phe 
nnof The conſequence carries great probability of. } 
infijtruth. As for the Minor, that.no man ever did” 
himattain a ſtate of perfection, we may prove by the # 
raceinſtances of the eminently holy Perſons in the ? 
toodScripture, who id all likelihood would haye/at= 
» duqrained it, had it been attainable. I know © the * 
proJQuakers do give inſtances of meer men in Scrip- 
ture, that were perfect : but their miſtake lies 1n 
| thqthe different uſe of that word (as we ſhall ſee by —: 
 thJand by.) 07 Y 
Arg.2, If there be a continual need and uſe of 
11h] Faith agd Repentance in this life, then a ſtate of 
auld freedome from {in is not attainable in this lifes 
rhqBur there is a continual need and uſe of Faith, : 
| ir}and repentance in this life ; Therefore a Nate of 
abld freedom from fin isnor attainable in this life. The 
"heW Conſequence is evident; What nced can we haye 
| EXT of repentance for ſin, that haveno fin to repent 
; Pul of ? or of Faith in Chriſt for pardon. and power | 
toA againſt ſin, who is already free from what con- 
tra&s guilc and defilement ? That there is con- 
3" tinual _ 


tinual uſc of Faith ( and there's the like reaſon of 
F repeatance ) appears from r Cor, 13, «lt. Now 
EF. abide Faith, Hope, and Charity, theſe three, bu 
| the greateſt of theſe is Charity. Seep. 33./ 

| By Charity, «y#2", we are to underſtand love 
to God as weil as to our Neighbour, as is evi- 
'- dent by Yer. 3. berween which, and Faith, and 
- hope,the Apoſtle ſtates the compariſon in reſpe& 
of chcir duratian; that when the two tormer ſhall 
þ ceaſc, the latter ſhall abide. Charity, or love, 
- fuits our fature perte&,as well as our preſent im- 
*vctfc& ſtare; butFaich and hope fuir only our pre- 
& Fehr and imperfect ſtate. 

” {The Backers. Arguments are drawn, we 
 .. te From the word perfcc&, Phi, 3,15, and 

| elſe where applied ro Saints on Earth. | 
 __A4r{. The word perfett is ſometimes uſed abſo- | * 
lately, 1 Cor,.-x 3+ 10. oppoſed to what is in part, 
aad ſometimes comparativily, Phil. 3. 15. Ler 
us therefore, as many as be perfe&t,be thus mind- 
| ed: Yet Per, 12,he ſays,Notas though I had al- 
| ready attained, or were already pertect, He de- 
” nies in one Yerſe what he affirms in the other, 
and ſo contradidts himſelf, if the word perfelt be 
in both places underſtood in the ſame ſence. Bur 
*tis cvident,. that in the 15, ver. perfe& is not 
properly. taken, for he exhorts to be minded as' 
he was : Fellowing | after the Reſnrreftion of the 
| Dead, Yerſe 11. Thar 1s, that ſtate of holineſs, 
| which the Saints ſhall bz inveſted with at the re- | 
| ſurreftion (call'd the refurreftion of rhe dead 

| mctcony- 3 - 
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 feion, Math, 5. 48. Be Je therefore perfethe 


'duty,not of our attainments: I meane 1n this lifes. 


' King in another ſence) confiſts of an_old'and | 
| pinm quo, the Principle from which he as gra». 


. lyable or nor lyable co Death, is cruly a 


_ of his Nature, Body, and Soul. 


' Stn is of the Devil, for the Devil ſinneth fromthe 


a compariſon between the _ of Mans fins 


"Tg 
meronymically) which will be in a proper ſence” 
perfe<t ; and in a word, to preſs after perfeQion,” 
from 2 lively ſence of their own 1mperfeaton;. 

2. From che Exhorcations to: preſs after per= ! 
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' Anſw. Such commands are the meaſure of out: 


In the life to come indeed we ſhall'be like God, 
in this life we are children that bear fmall reſems-'? 
blance to «their Parenc. Seer Fob.3..2. That | 
which is now our Rule;ſhall then be our reward; 
3» 1 Joh. 3+ g. FH heſoever is born of Godly” 
dbes not commit. $1n. 5:5 __ 
Anſm. 1. We may interpret it, thatas hes? 
born of God, he does not fin. Every Child of* 
God is m:xt4 perſona, (as our Law (ayes. .of the * 


new Nature ; and(ſo his new nature Is theprivci= | 
cloitfly; and the old nature, the Principle from * 
which he as {infully; As mortal or immortal 
firmed : 


of the ſame Man, 1n reſpe& of the diverſe parg 


| 2+ Ir may intend che manner of finning, So | 
the 8,verſe ſeems ro-limit it, He that committerh 


beginning. The compariſan is not berween the at ' 
fmply;forchen ic ſhould have been ſaid only; fot ©; 
the Devil paneth; bat from the beginning implies | 


 . 
and 


—— 
_ --* vy3vg 
' and the Devils, in reſpe& of which he is ſaid to 
| be of the Devil, becauſe he imicateg his example, 
| who from the Dayhe began, never ceaſed to fin, 
| nor ever did one truly good ation, 
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bt. y Errour- 6, 

6 at Chriſt enliphreus eotry Man to Salvation. 
| 25" George” Whirehead's Foice of Wiſdom, 

3 FT [> T ; On < "a ", 4 


Here note, thatthe word Chriſt 1s a meer 
YV,Y blinde, co delude the ignorant, for the 
E W#akers denying” Chrift to be God, they cannor 
| OwWn-him for the Authbr-of illumination. The 
” Seripturt9'Turge againſt this Tenent,are, Eph, # 
E F2! That at that time ye were without Chriſt have 
| #72g ndÞope, & ci That leſt clauſe I intend eſpe= 
cially, which muſt needsbe underſtood, either of 
| theaR- of hope, or of the $round or warrant of 
 hope;*nor of the former, for having #9 hope, 13 a 
bide& of diftintion berween Jew and Gentile, 
as appears by rhe connexion with the fore-going 
| clauſe, Alrens from the Common-wealth of 1ſrael, 
* {tharCommonewealrh and Chnrch being com- 
menſarzce.; ) but if we underſtand ic of the 
a& of hope, the want of that did nor diſtinguiſh 
the Gerrile from the Jews; for many of the 
Jews laboured- under the ſame want, Many 
| of rhem-mere unbelievers, and ſo had no hope. 
* (One diffeceace between Faith and Hope being 
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' thts, that the former hooks at the promile of : ii 
henefic ; the latter at che benefic inthe promiſe,) | 
Fides reſpicis verbum res, ſpes rem verbi. Luther. 
We muſt underſtand che phraſe then of having 
no ground or warrant of hope, and to chaccin- | 
terpretation rhe fore-going clauſe leads us, Stran-. 
gers fromthe Covenants of Promiſ, es. And Gentiles. 
thereby were diftinguiſhed from che. Jews, whoſe 1 
the Promiſes are ſaid ro be, Roxs. 9. 4. viz, The ? 
promiſes of Chriſt and Salvatton, - From the | 
words thus explained,I argue : F 
Arg. They that had no promiſes of Chriſt;and! 
Salvation by him, could know of none. Bug the” 
Gentiles fora time had none,therefore they knex 
of none, and conſequently,had nor a Lichnool 
knowledge ſ\MKcient ro bring rhem co Salvation, 1 
The major 1s evident, every a& ſuppoſes an 
obje&. I cannot know thar- which is nor. The 
minor is proved by 1 Tim. 3:4af, Where God 
manifeſt inthe Fleſh, and as ſuch preached to the . 
Gentiles, are made cwoparts of che Myſtery of * 
o0dl! ineſs : and by char pregnant place, che My- | 
ery of Chriſt, which 1n other ages WAS not | 
made known unto the Sons-of Men, 25 11s now | 
revealed co his holy Apoſtles, and Prophets, by . 
the Spicir, that che Genti/zs ſhould-be fellow- 
heirs, and of the ſame body;and partakers of his | 
Promiſe in Chriſt by che Goſpel, Eph. 3.4,5, Go. 
The plate may be 1s 'own Comment, it is ſo. 
lain, | 
j 2, Luke to. 21, Thou haſt hid cheſe things j 
| K 2 from. 
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3 lb the wiſe 2nd prudent, and haſt reyealed 
' them unto babes. The Father is ſaid to hide the 
; Obje&,becauſe he did not inlighren the SubjeR, 
' 2.6. To hide the Goſpel, which was then openly 
| and plainly Preached, becauſe he did nor inlicht- 
| entheir minds with a ſaving knowledge of It» 


| ot the things of the Spirit of God, for they are 

| fooliſhneſs to him: neither can we "es th:m, be- 

| canſe they are ſpiritually diſcerned. 

Ex, Obſerve, here is'an oppoſition between men 
- and men;in reſpe&t of "the knowledge of the 

ehings of God, The Spiritual man. judges all 

& ſpiritual chings, ver/e15- but che natural man 

© knows nor, nor judges them, Yea, he accounts 

| the” DoAtrice of the Goſpel fooliſhneſs. 

25 The natura|man nor only does not know 

| them, bur cannor, becauſe they are ſpiritually 

| diſcerned; which imporrs 2 diſpropertion between 

the objet and faculty ; (ſuch for inſtance) as be= 

| ten ſence, and a rational obieR, 

| Whence the Apofile ſpeaks of an underfiand- 

| ing given to.know Chriſt, 1 Jobs 5.20, implying, 

| that our' old underſtanding will not ſerve ro ap- 


| to apprehend him after a rational manner 


| The Scriptures which carry any colour for 
E the Quakers Opinion, of all that I have 
wet with, are theſe, 


2, 1Cor. 2.14. "The vatural Man receiveth 


ms AASDSAMDGTST 1D = 


| preh-nd Chriſt afcer a ſpiricual, thought may, 


1 Joh, 1, 9.) That war the true Light, which | 
4 Vers CS 4 
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4 carried before us) are not inlighined, bur are 


(61) "A 
tighteth every Man that cometh ito the World. - 
Auſw. Chriſt being ſpoken of before as the } 
Meſlias, or Saviour, to whom John did bear wit- * 
neſs, verſe F. we muſt therefore underſtand the © 
placez[ rhink nor of nacural Light, bur of ſuper- 
natural ; not of the Light of Reaſon,where-with 
as God, he endues men; but of the Light of che * 
Goſpel, with which, as the Meſſias, he enlighrens 2 
Men: which light may admit of a'double confi- 7 
_ deration, according to the uſe of the Word Z 
@GTIZw, which (ignifies, 1,-To ſhine,orto lighr 3 * 
that. is, afford Iighr, by. which che objeQ'is made 7 
_ viſible, whether there be an eye to ſee ir, or no; * 
ſo*tis uſed, Lukgi11,36. 1Cor. 4:5 2. Tisuſed 
toinlighren the eye or faculcy, Eph, 1,18. That 
the ejes of our uvderſtandings may be inlightned, 
&'6,1f you rake it in the former ſence, Chritt by his * 
powerful Preaching, and glorious Miracles, did: + 
rot ſhine on every man. Many never heard his 
Do&rine, nor ſaw his Works. As ſome parts. 
of theWorld ſee not che Sun,wheoir ſhins bright=, 
ly in our Horizon, So that the meaning caribe no 
mote chan this, 'thac the Goſpel is taught co all 
comers without exception, by Chriſt and his 
Minitters z not that every particular perſon hath 
the benefic : Many in all ages never heard, (no 
nor perhaps heard of ). the Goſpel, 2, If we 
take the word inthe other ſence, for inlightnjng 
the Eyes of che mind, *ris certain,that many who 
ace lighted (as our phraſe is, when a Candle is 


= 
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F like a blind man ſo lighted, that ſees never the 
| better. And then the meaning can be no more 
| than chis, chat whoſoever are inlighined, are in- 
| lightned by him, and anſwers in ſence, ro Fam. 
| Te I7« Every good pift rs from above, and cometh 
| down from the Father of Lights, And leſt we may 
” ſeem'to impoſe upon the ObjeRor, we will turn 
| to aparallel place, Pſal. 145. 14, The Lord ap- * 
| boldeth all that fall;and raiſeth up all them that be 
» bowed down, *Tis evident enough, thar however 
che wordsſound, the ſence can be bur this, that 
all chat are upheld from falling, or raiſed agzin 
- after a fall, are in God's debr for the help of 
| his hand, 

 _ Bly. Row.2,15. The Gentiles are (aid to have 
the Law in. their Hearts. Whitehead, Voice of 
| Wiſdom. | 

,, Anſw, They are alſo ſaid to be without Law, 
and are oppoſed to them that bad the Law,verſe 
T 2, viz.s of Moſes, ver. 17, Called the Oracles 
of God, Chap. 3- 2. and made the Priviledges of 
the Jews above the Genziles ver. 1, tn this reſpect, 
becauſe hereby Salvation was of the Jews, John 4, 
22. 1,.6.\the knowledge of rhe way of Salva'i- 
| on: therefore ircannotbe underſtood of a ſavivg 
XKnoaledge without a Contradiaton. 

2. Tc is nor the Law in their hearts, bur the 
Work of the Law; viz, theſN\no effeas menti- 
oned, accuſing and exciſing. For though 'tis 
true, the Gentiles having ſome knowledge of 


the Law, the Law may be ſaid co be in theic _ | 


of God is Hl axifefted 1 tn them for God «th ſhe 


T3 FRN.ve 


hearts meaning their eedenttiadiites - yetin the 
Apofiles uſe of fchac Phraſe, Heb. $:11he ſeems 
toinclude, if not mainly inrend a ſuitable dif- 
poſition ro the Law, or a delight 18 the Law after 
the inner nan, Rom. 7.22, Whereas the Genrles | 
In, chiz ſence, had nor the Law in their heartS$ 35 
For they liked not to retain God in their knows Þ 
ledge, Roxy. 1. 26. by '£ 28 he was an nnhidden, ſo + 
an awe kane Gue! {} CIT net 1s {0 ta r rhey could 
ſcarce forbear to lay to God) Digert from fs F 
for we deſire not the Knowleage of thy Wajersf 
Job 21. 14. 


31/3. Rom. I, 19, Th at wich __ be reeds 


$94] 
it anto them, | viz. the Gemiles, | 
Auſw, The nexr verſe ſuggeſts an anſwer; 
viz,, that which might be known of God by at=-} 
guing from the Eflects to the Cauſe, from the | 
Creation to the begining of God, and his Eternal | 
Power, the fictt Divine property that appeared 
in giving Being to all things out of nothing; and 
che uniform event of this knowledge, is Gid co | 
be rhe leaving them without excuſe,nor the lends | 
ins them to Salvation, 
4ly. Ifa. 49.6. 1 have ſet thee for a Light to 
the Gentiles, fc, Spoken of Chrift, | 
Anſw. T har 1s bur.a Prophecy of the Geatiles : 
mercy it the times of Chrift aQual Exhibition ; 
in the fleſh, which was nor fulfilled cill rhe | 
Jews rejeRion of Chriſt, as appears by A#. 13. 
46, 47. And the ſame Apoſlle, Rom. 1x, The! 
E 4 - oaſting} 


” caſing away of them | the Jews | was the re- 
 conculing of the World ( viz. ) the Gemiles, 
| verſe 15. ; | 


— 


— on 


_ 


Errour 7. 


z ly atrue Declaration of it ; nor are they the 
i only Rule of Faith aud Life, G. Whitehead, 
E _ FaueofWiſdomzp, 20,0am, Fiſher, Quakers 
F ally, P» $5: | 


FO bring avy Teſtimony of Scripture, con- 

A cerning it ſelf; were Petztio principur, a beg- 
* ging of the Queſtion, and were infignificant for 
© chair copyition, who deny 1t's Divine Authori- 
"fy. | And to urge Arguments drawn from the 
| parity of Scriptures Precepts;, Surmeſs of Princi- 


| #7 of Doftrine;; Prediltion of future Contingents ; 
- tbe Secreſy audEfficacy of itsOperation on th: hearts 
| of pren,(being ſuch as no other Wriceipg can give 
us a fingle inſtance of the like ; ) the Miracles 
{ whezeof, multicudes of Adverſarics were eye- 
. Witnefſes, able: and willing to diſcover the Im» 


| firmation of it: I ſay, tourge theſe Arguments, 
| were:t launch inroan Ocean of Diſcourſe : I 
| ſhall therefore only give a taſte of their Argu- 


The Scriptures are not the Werd of God,but on- 


/ ples of Truſt ; Excellency of Rewards : Sublimi- © 


- poſtures, (if any had been),Yrought for the Con- 


\  Ments, 


(65) - 
ments,and fo leave their Tenent to the judgment ” 
of the underſtanding, MIT, I 

The Quakers Avguments will diſcover * 

their meaning , without any Explica- 
tion of the term; | 

Arg. Your Scriptures is without: but the 
Word of God is witain, Rom, Io. 8, The Ford 
wigh thee, even in thy Heart, Fiſhers p. 3T. 

 Azſw.,1.,Our Scripture is within-ag well 38 
without, That Command, Let the Word of God © 
dwell in you, Cole 3.16. 13 in a degree,obeyed .* 
by every Saint, And therefore by this Argument, 
Scripenre is the word: of Gad, P7. -$ 


2, Thar every Scripeure, Row, 10. $. ſpeaks | 
not of the Light withsz,bur of the Scriptures; for: | 
the Apoſtle calls ic The word of Faith which be * * 
preached, latter Clauſe of the Verſe,mhich he cells + * 
us was the Do&rine contained inthe Writeings 
of Meſesand the Prophets,Aﬀs 26. 22. [where \ 
we may obſerve, that. the Quakers urge the * 
Scriptures for their Tenents againſt us, only as 1 
Argaumentum ad hominem, to confute us by our - * 
own Principles, not chat chey own the Authority | - 
of Scripcuree} | 

Arg. 2. If there was @ rule before the Serip= 
ture was written then that is not our rule. But there 
was 4 rale before the Scripture, Fiſhers, Quakers 
Folly, &c. p. 29. Whitehead, by way of queſtion - _ 
to the ſame eftet, what was their rule who ſpakg 
forth the Scriptures ? Voiceof Wiſdom, Qaeſt.4 


F Anſw. - 


WO. 50h 4 + 
"©. Auſw. The matcer contained now in the Scrip- 
fure,was alwayes the Rule, before it was com- 


mitted in Writing, though it was not alwaies in 


the ſame manner, nor Degree, conveyed, and 
| publiſhed. Since the Goſpel Preached to Adam, 
Gezw.3.15.There hath not been any addition,quoad 
| Effentiams, but only qnead Explicationem ; not in 
ſnabRance, but in cleafreſs of Diſcovery. In that 
reſpe&, God 1s ſaid to have ſpoken to the Fathers 
E by the Prophiets ar ſ#»dry times, oras the Greek 
" Reads) by many parts, or piece meal, TOLuigos. 


Heb, 1.x, And the way of conveyance hath 


been different ,zx diverſe manners, TONUTEOTOS. 
In the ſame verſe, (viz.) Viſions, Dreams, &c. 
In oppoficion ro both which, God is ſaid to have 


| ſpoken to us by his Son in his Perſon, and 


Apoflles, who have lefc us a clear Comment on 
theold Teſtament. And we are not now to expe&t 
any new Diſcovery of Truth, Ex parte re revelat e 
vel Objetti, as to the matcer revealed : bat only, 
Ex parte atins revelandi, vel ſabjeft, as to the 
Perſons whom God Inliehtens gradually, to dif- 
cern the evidence of what is revealed inScripture. 
. Arg, 2. What was the Gentiles Rnle, who had 
mot the Scripture 2 

 Anſw.'1.'So mich of the matter contained in 
the Scriptures, as 1s Written on their Heattss 
For the Scriptures give us a Coppy of all that is 
Writren there,. with ' many Additions ; a new 
Obje& of Faith, God in Chriſt, Old Duties 
inforced-by New Arguments, Love to one ano 


_ Ov 
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| ther, prefſed by the example of Chrifts redeem 


| Scriptures? Muſt they be Condemned, who cans © 


(67) 


ine Love, John 3. 34. Sins againſt Light of Nas 
ture, (as uncleanneſs ) diflwaded from, by Ar- 
ouments drawn from union berween Chriſt,--nd 
our Bodies ; Chrifis property in them by Re» 
demprtion, &'c, I {or, 6. 14.to the end, 

2. When we'afficm che Scriptures ro be che 
only rule, we muſt inreaſon be ſuppoſed rotnrend, 
co them who have them, not who.have them 7 
BOL, -. k , 1 
3- We muſt underſtand this point'in Con= 
juoRion with che former, the Light within: and 1 
ſo .we ſay, That they who have not the Scripture, x 
fince irs Publication, have not any other. ways. 
a diſcovery of God ſufficient to lead them to 
him, and fo to Salvation 3 Which _ we. intend, 
when we affirm the Scripture to be che Word 
of God. | 


Arg. 4. What is their Rule who cannot Read the 5 


wot Read thens ? 


eAvſw, 1. The ſame Rule with their's who 
can, (viz. ) the Matter contained in the Scrip- 
__— however conveyed, whether by Eye or 
JA. ; 

2. They ſhall not be condemned for their na- | 
rural Incapacity. (unleſs accidentally, as cheir | 
negle& of Learning ro Read, chat they. might be | 
able to Read he Scripcures, 1s their Sin) butfor. | 
their unbelief and Diſobedience to. the -Do- ' 
Qrine of the Scripture, by what means ſoever 


£ # : F #f » TIC, \\ 2-0 £ 


_— —_ 


4 ſect 
F * As for that Notion of the QOnakers, 'in the the 
*- Terms of the queſtion, chat the Scripture 1s A, af 
but a true Declaration of the Word of God [in tha 
che Hearcs of Believers, as FPhitehead explains, Fe 
p. 16. ]I ſay bur his: - Fn no 
Anſw, 1, The Scripture is a Declaration of re: 
what ought tobe in che Hearts of Believers, and | 
not only of what is. 2. I he Pen-men underſtood | 
not all chey wrote, 1 Pet. 1, 10913. And cbere 
| are Prophecies and Hiſtories of things done be- ax 
” fore the Pen-mens Birch, as well as perſonal Ex- i 
,  pefiences, | | | 
A ; T- | — —— = gy 7-00 p, 
| £ * -Errour - | It 
That there is no need of avy-outward Teaching : L- 
- ( eaſe from your out-(ide lights, and return to le 
the Light of Chriſt is you, azd this Light is & 
not a Chapter withont you is a Book, James cc 
Naylor, in | his Glory of che Lord ſhining P 
our of the Notth, p. 2, 14 
V 
| *T" He only Argument I ſhall urge,is from Eph, fi 
A 4. 11, 12,13» He | Chrift | gave ſome 4 
Apoſtles, and ſome Prophets, and ſome Evangeliſfts, q 1 
| for the perfelting of the Saints, Whence I draw c 
this Ar-ament, If Chriſt hath ſecled Officers 1n t 
- his Church, till it be made perfcR in grace, chen 4 
there is need of outwrd teaching, during its 


whole ſtate in this life, But he hath made ſuch 


-- 


+ Han his Nerg bbour, and every Man his Brother, - 


(69) ? 
ſertlement, &'c, The Antecedent is evident'in 
the Text before us. The conſequence goes upon 

, 2 ſuppoſition of what I have before proved-.(v1z,) 

thac no members of the Church arrive to 2 per=- 

fetion of grace inthis life, and therefore can- 
not be ſaid at any time not to ftand in. need of - | 
teachings | | 


uy The Scriptures which the Quakers wree J 


againſt the need of outward Teaching, are 
theſe : £4 
Theic firſt Scriptures 4 4d 

Heb. 8. 1, And they ſhall not teach every © 


ſaymg, know the Lord, Pp | 

Anſw, That place cannot exclude outward. 
ledge ; or unleſs there could be no knowledg of 
God, but what were of immediatc Revelation” 2 
co the ſubjeR in which it is found, - For, com -{] | 
pare this place taken out of Jer, 31. 34. with 
Iſa.2.3. (ſpeaking ofthe times of the Goſpel,in 
which the promiſe before us, was to receive 1ts 
full accompliſhment) and we finde, that Owr of 
Zion was to go forth the I aw, and the Word of the 
1 Lord from Jeruſalemi.e. The Knowlede of God - 

to be conveyed by Ordinances, for which, Zou 
the Hill whereon; Jernſalem the Cicy wherein, 
the Templethe Sear' of Ordinances Rood [See 
P[4l.87,2.3. and P/al, 123,] ate often put. And: 


teaching, unleſs it could be no means of Knows ©; * 


che | 


Che fulfilling of ity Chriſt and his Apoſileg did 
Irequently teach ia Zo, or the Temple, and (0 
In. Fernſalem, Mar. 26. 55. And rhe great Com- 
miſhon Apoſtolicai,was, Tepreach among all Na- 
tions, beginning at Jeruſalem, Luke 24.47. Tt 
does noc then exclude the ceachings of men, Bur 
If we compare this part of the verſe with che 
laſt Clauſe, For all ſhall kzow me from the leaſt 
to the greateft;the meaning is evident ,(viz.,)that 
God does hot nereby xclude, bur include the 
teachings of Men, and promiſe a greater efficacy 
co chem than formerly; ſo char the Chriſtians of 
the New Teſtament (hould he able ro /eave the 
Principles of the Dotlrine of E briſt, and to £0 04 
toperfetiion, (As the Apolile ſpeaks, Heb. 6,1.) 
3 &, not to forgery, or unlearn them, bur not to 
Rick in them, without further progreſs; ( as for 
2 Scholar to be alwayes:learning Grammar, and 
never proceed ro Rhetorick, Logick,&c« 

Second Scripture is, 1 Join 2.27. YTenced not 
that any Man teach yow. *% 

Anſw. This 1s ſpoken in oppoſition ro any of 
the Sednrcers,Verſe 26. whoſe reaching the Chri- 
ſtians needed not. Io which ſenſe che Coloſſians 
are: ſaid .cobe compleat { briſt, Col. 2. 10,8. 
In oppoſition to Heoſaical Ceremonies, human rra- 
ditions; or Pbilofophical Principles which atgat 
pretend codiſcover ſome waat neceflary to falya- 

- tion, nat revealed inthe Goſpel, or contrary to 
tharRevelation : which interpretation of the rext 
befoce-us, is ſavoured by the larter clauſe ; bar 4s 


the F 


| 


truth, and is m lye, 1 John. 2. 27. 


Om). 


the ſame anointing teacheth you all thingr, aud 18 


2, This place will bear another interprerati- 
on, (viz,) that they were grown Chriftians,ſuch 
as did nor altogether depend upon others, bur 
krew ſomewhat themſelves ; (having an in-- 
Ward Lighr,or ſpiricual judgment (called ) (me- 
ronymically 4 an9intinge.)) That Charadter, 
ever learxing, and ucver able to come tr the know= 
ledge of the Trath,2 Tim. .7,Howevetic agreed. 
to. other Chriſtians, did not agree to them : ſo 
that in the Quakers interpretation, 'there is the 
tallacy;a d;o ſecundum quid,ad difum Fmplici- 
ter(asLogicians ſpeak;)that is,to cake choſe words . * 
abſolutely, which ate intended'in'a terrain re 
ſpe&._ And thar theirs cannot be the meaning, 
will appear to any one,that ſhall but remember, 
thac after Chriſts aſcention, when the fptrit was 
poured out in moſt plentiful meaſure 3," ſo thae 
if ar anytime on Earth, chen might" che ceach-" 
inzs; of. Man ſeem needleſs) there way greareft 
plenty of Teachers extfaordinary, ordinary, (as 


we finde in the As of the Apoſtles). 


% 


Another Branch of the Quakers Errour, as to 
Ordinances, refers to Baptiſm and the Lord's 
Supper, of which chey affirm, chat rbey ceaſe 
won the appearance of Chriſt within APs. ſeve= 
ral Papers, p« 19. Faruworth's Diſcovery of 


Faith, p. 11. KS 
At Pp Againſt 


_ 


a 5 09»; 
- >. Againſt which. Errour, I oppoſe two Arzu- 
” ments; one for both Ordinances, the other for 
Baptiſm in particular. I 
_. Arg. 1. If Baptiſm and the: Lords Supper 
- are Randing Ocdinances, [ot ſuch as we are ob- 
liged co uſe, during this Life] then they do not 


-are not made uſeleſs or unneceſlary by anyde- 
 - greeof attainments in this life. Butthe former 
© 1S true, therefore the lacter. | 

© _. Thar'they are Randing Ordinances, appears; 
becauſe no formal repeal can be produced,either 
. Js terms, or by any due conſequence from 


_ Laws made for atime,and acthe expiration there- 
of, of courſe, .ccafing to oblige, | 
Thacthen they do not ceaſe as to our need of 


chem, follows evidently, becauſe ir is notcobe 


” - 


F > continue an obligation upon us, to the uſe of 
"2 means, when the end is obtained already. 
All tbar can be ſaid with avy colour, is, Thar 
theyare of perpecual obligation, t:[the appear» 
- ance of (brit with ; that is,4 full appearance, 
or ſtare of perfe tion. Bur we haying proved be- 
fore, chat there is no ſuch Rate attainable 1n this 
life; chen if choſe Ordinances oblige, till we be 
atrived at perfeRiong they oblige, and ſo are of 
uſes: during rermof life, __ 
© Hrg,2- 1f Baptiſm be a Foundation-DoAtine, 
| (asI may Gall it) then iris of uſe during this 
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ceaſe upon the appearance of Chriſt within, ſor 


bs Scripture ; nor yet any vercual repeal, as in_ 


| ſuppoſed confitert wich Chriſt's wiſdome, to | 


That | 
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3 


ftandand improve, then they muſt receive it. 
\Being baptized into Chriſts death, cannot beam'4 


baptized, Rom. 6. 3,4: 
ſtizn DoGrine, verſ. 1, 1 anſwer, that by leaving | 


1t, the Apoſtle cannot means relinquiſhing the ? 


explains himſelf, that they ſhould not fo ftick in 
"the Foundation, as not'to proceed to the faper- 


Icould never meet with any thing, that looked 


Lieving Corinthians. Fhe Apoſtle ſpeaking; of / 


hs | 73) Wo oY 
That it is ſuch, appears by Heb. 6. x, 2. where 
the Apolile calls the Dorive of Baptiſm, 2 Foun- | 
dation;by which phraſe of the Apoſtle,the know-: * 
ledgoof the uſe and jntendment of that Ordi. 
nance by thoſe who had or were to receive it, 
ſeems to be meant. The conſequence is good, If. 
it be an Ordinance, all Chriſtians are to under- | 


argument to induce the unbaptized to a mortifi=" 
cation of fin, which the Apoſtle urges upon. the, 


Tf it be aid, that the Apoſtle exhorts the Head lb 
brews to leave this Principle or Foundation of Chris 


practice thereof. - For then by force of the ſame 
phraſe, applycd to Faith and Repentance, 8c. | 
theſe Graces muſt alfo be left, (the contrary... 
whereto Fhave before proved) but the Apolile © 


ſtrucure,or higheſt points of Chriftian DoErine: . 


Hke an Argument, for their opinion, © but that 
place, which ſpeaks of ſhewing forth the Lord's 
Death, im. the Supper, '##{ be come, © which they 
interpret, till be come in the ſpirit, x Cor. 11.26. + 
Anfw. So Chriſt was come already to: the be-. | 


them and _ _ We bave reteiued not the 
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ſpirit of the WW, orld, but the Spirit which is of. God, 


x Eph. chap. 2. v. 12. Andyet that hindred not 
the Apoſtles encouragement: and direction in 
- -their uſe of the Lord's Supper, 1 Cor. 11.25, 26, 


28, «7 


_ 
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Errour 9. 


_ That there uo Ref? urrection from the Dead. Robert 
Ye Turner mM 4 Letter ,of bs to the Baptiſts; and 
wy "George Whitehead, in bis late Anſwer to 


W: Byrnet and George Fox, Jun. in bis Works 


Es "I 7 I 2: | Th '\ | | 
- FI He Scriptures plentiful in afſerting the Re- 
- 4 furreion. Ihall only fingle out one Argu- 


Arg. Ik the Bodies that have done Good or E- 


F vil, mui receive their reward accordingly, then 
+ theſame Bodies that die muſt riſe again; . But 
* the Antecedent is true, therefore alſo.the Gonſc- 


quent. ry [0,311 254 1 
That- the- Bodies that have done Good or E- 
vil, muſt receive their reward accordingly(which 


Propoſition is the antecedent) is evident by 


-2 Cor. 5: 10. And then.the Conſequence 15 firm, . 
- *becauſe thoſe Bodies receive not their Reward, 
 - till the Univerſal Judgment, and then they can- 
not teceive it (having been once difſolyed) un» 
" vdefsthey riſe again, 2 
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- Argument to. prove the Reſurrection from the / 


+Dead, which to ordinary. Readers may feem in-"4 


Living... And *cis added, Luke 20.38. For,all live wn | 


:-, Tohe a God, to Abraham, notes, a Covenant» * 
.Rclation,, and ſoan Obligationto couter all the | 
"Bleſſings of the Covepant 3... among which, > : 
ternal Glory is; though th 


Either of thetn whoare dead, fnph, or of then 


tolife :. Not inthe former (ence, for God pro»: -? 
claimed  himf{elt the God of Abrabam, &c. long : 
After he was;dead , therefore inthe latter ſetice.; ? 
But of the lwing,' that is of them whom : God-in- * 
tends to reſtore to Life, or whoſe Bodics live Po- 
.tentially , not. only of chem, whoſe Souls live 


| import a reaſon of that. Denomination ting, | 


- For the further proof of antecedent and cons | 
ſequent; I ſhall firſt explain.the Terms of Chriſt's : 


; con{cquent,and then thew how the Argumentis ; 


The, place is Mat. 22. 31, 32. As touching . tbe | 
Reſurredion from the Dead , have ye not Read that 
which was ſpoken unto you by,God ; Saying, I am the. 
Godof Abrgham, aid theGod of Iſaac, and the God 
of Jacab :. God is not the:God of the Dead, but of-the me 
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Not the God. of the Dead," that might be; meanc | 


that are-ſo dead, as that they ſhall never return -: 


- 


Actually : For alllive to him, that Clauſe cens to 


given to thoſe that were, truly dead, viz. That- ; 
God calls the things that are not, as if they were, _ 


Rom. 4. 19. Becauſe of his Omnipotency, and ! 
Immutability of his Counſel 43. Carte 


(76) 

Concerning the'Scope of theſe 'Words, there 
- arevifferent apprehenfions, ſome conceive that 
Chriſt hereby proves the Immortality of the 
* "Soul, (which the Saddaces denicd,' as appears by 
As 23.'8, For it there be no Soul of a Spiritual 
| Nature in man, it muſt needs be Mortal, (as his 
| body) and by conſequence only,the Reſii rreQion 
of the body. 

The Sadduces denying the Reſurrection of 


| of the Soul, (as theſe Interpreters conceive 3) 
| others, that Chriſt intends only to prove the. 
Reſurrection of the body,fo Calvin. Others, that 
| Chriſt "intends both dire&ly, fo Bezz Diodati. 
And hence the Argriment-of' our Lord as ſome- 
$ what differetitly framed. Either thus ; x 
They whoſe Goa," God is,” ſhall riſe Fram the Dead. 
; Gods Abraham's, Ffaat "ccand Jacob's God. th 
4 Therefore they (#14? upon! the fame ground, 
 allother Believers) ſhall! 'rife' again,” "The con- 


| only of the Living ,© and'ſo ſeeing they live in 
Soul; they ſhall live iti: Body too.- 'Or'elfe thus; 

The ey whoſe God, Gdd is after death, ſhall riſe a- 
gain. But God is the God of Abraham, &c. (and 


fore Abrabam, &c: fhall riſe again. ' 

The reaſon of the*conſequence is, ' becauſe 0- 
therwiſe' God were not the God of 'Abraham#'s, 
: Haas 5 and frm (and (o hF, Believers ') 
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Nh body, becauſe they denyed: the Immortality 


| Tequenee he- proves, ' beeauſe God is the God . 


conſequently of all Believers) after death; there- 
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. perſons, 
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Pexſon, not only of a part, 
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perſons; . but.of their Souls only. whereas to be * 
the God of their Perſons, is to be under a Cove» 
nant to. give them (as other things, {0) Glory > } 
and ſo their bodies muſt be glorified, as well as : 
their Souls (their Perſons being conſtituted. or 
made upot thoſe two Eſſential Parts: ), or the 
Argument may be framed more plaiply thus, in } 
the ſence of Chriſt's Words ; _ | : 
- If God be under a Promiſe to glorihe' the 
Perſons of Abrabam, Iſaac, and Fagoh , then 
their Bodies muſt riſe again z But God,is undes 
ſuch a Promiſe, therefoxc, their Bodies mult riſe 
again. _- 
> The antecedent is evident by the Explication * 
of the Terms above. The conſequence depends? 
upon a double ground, partly God's Fidelity 18 7 
making good his Promiſe, and partly becaule } 
Abraham's, &c. body is uncapable of the benefit”? 
of the promiſe of Glory, . made to it, without ; 
a Reſurre&tion. And the Argument, thus phrav4 
ſed, ſuggeſts a fuller anfwer to the Exception ? 
made againlt it, as firſt laid down, (v1; ) That | 
God might be the God of Abraham, Iſaac, and Fa- 
cob.after death, if there were no Keſurreon, be= | 
cauſe their Souls live, in reſpe& of which, God were 
their God. | | 
Anſw. Firſt, God is ſaid to be the God of Abra- 
ham,that is,of his Perſon, for his Soul is but part ; 
ot his Per{on,not the. whole 3 and to he the God 
of the Perton includes the'glorifying of the whole 
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} « 4 "God were: not: fully Abraham's God, 'or 

© did not fully make good his Promife, if he | 
+: one part 'ot Abraham and” not ano- 
- ther. 


. Nor were the Promiſe to glorifie Abrabam's 
| Soal, made good, without  glorifying his bod 
 tootfor the Happinefs of the Soul is not verfeck 
Epithour the body, it's dear and beloved Com- 
| paion ,, (the Soul having a ſtrong defire and In- 

lination to\.a' re-union to the Body '( as the 
| Schools not without good ground” determine 
,  Vid.Calvin. Harm. Evang, in Mat. 22, 31, 32.LuK. 
20, 35. | 
+ P04" If whole Abraham be not the correlate in 
Bro Coyenant, or party Covenanted with, how 
Is any thing (as in the Text a ReſurreQion).- at- 
tributed to him, in xeſpett of a part of him? 
| There cannot be a ground for a Limitation in re- 
| ſped of a part, (as here, that Abraham ſhould 
” Tiſe as to- his body) unleſs the Whole-be in Being, 
| Ceither Actually as to his Soul, or Potentially as 
to his Body, in reſpe& of the Decree aud Cove- 
- nant of God] Vid, Vedel, Rationale Theologicum, 
428 
|  Toapply theſum of Chriſt's Argument, for 
- the proot of the antecedent, and confequent of 
my Argument for the Reſurredion, which was 
"this : 
_ If the Bodies that haveJdone Good or Evil, 
” muſt receive their Reward accordingly, then the 
Trae badje mul ries 2A, Of, | 
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. ceive their reward,is evident, becaule God 1s un- 


40x. 
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That the Bodies that have done good muſt re- 4 


der apromiſe to reward chem.And ri{c again they 
muſt, becauſe elſe God's Pxomile to the Bodies -: 
mukt either not be made good at all, or not to 
rhe ſame Body to which it was made (which 1s 
contrary to the whole Scope of Chrilt's Arguzg 
ment.) 

If any ſhall ſay, that Chrilt's Argument and» 
my Application of it, proves but the Refi urre&i- 4 
on of the good, and their Reward 1n their Bo="4/ 
dics. I anſwer two things : 

1. That-the Saddxces and Luakers Propclition | 
being, That there zs no Reſurre rclion from the Dead) 
which 1s an univerſal Negative, therefore a art | 
cular Affirmative, that ſome |the good} ſoall * 
riſe again, is contradictory thereto, and over»? 
throws their Ngative 3 and therctore to Proven 
that all ſhall riſe again, is not firitly ncedtal'; 
for thaf-were Oppoſt t10 contrarta, To Conrarigh F 
wi (as the Logicians ſpeak :) Yer Ex abundan> q 

Ms anſwer, 

'2. Chrilt's Argument ſuggeſts avother to us, 
for the proof of the Re!urrection of the Bad. 
For by the {ame Reaſon, that the Good mutt 
rice, becauſe of God's. Promiſc to Gloritie theirs 
Bodies; the wicked allo mult riſe, becauſe of! 
God's threatning;to torment their Bodies. For! 
God is not more bound to fulfill his Promiſes, 
than bis. chreats, when they have ſome ſtamp or} 


characher pon them; (as an Oath: for inltance, 
@ 0h PR Go Help 


if "i" 
| Hitb: 3:18 Chap: 7: 21: ) whereby they may -he 
| known to be fina beneplaciti, diſcoveries of 
E God's ſecret will or decree: Which limitation 
{I add, becauſe *tis evident, that ſome promiſes 
and threats have a tacite condition, upou which, 

- chough not the a of Divine will,yet the things 
| willed depend, as 1 S4am.2. 30. Fonab 3.4, To.aud 
Ein the non-performance of them God does not 
= crofs, but comply with his ſecret will. 

© Turner's Arguments againſt the Reſurre&ion, 
arc : 

* Arg. From Eccleſ. 3, 19, 20, 21. Whence he 
concludes, the fleſhly Bodies of Men riſe not a- 
Eglin: for if the fleſhly Bodies of Men rife again, 
End not the ficlh of Beaſts; then Meii's Bodies 
thave a prehemiyence over aBealts Body : and to 


Ee1ye Solomon the lic. 

F Anſw, Men are ſaid to be Beaſts zz#wt 7} pot 
finply, but in a certain reſpe&, (vis. ) in he- 

ped of the Motrality of Fe Body, which he- 
ing compoſed of the ſame Materials with bruit 
Bealts, 1545 lyable to a diffolution. In xeſpedt of 
the Immortality of Man's Soul, and the Refur- 
Frc&1on of his Body, He bath preheminence above 
| a beaſt, As for Verſe 21, if they be the Atheilts 
| words, perfonatcd by Solomin, they note the 
Re al5n ot his Opinion, becauſe the djficrence 
between Man and Beait, as to their fature ſtate, 
45 not viſible, as their azrecment in their diſſolu- 
tion is, If they be Solon 23 cdnth he can- 


affirm the Bodies of Men ſhall riſc again,were tq 


J 
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| not be ſuppoſed tomean any more, than! that; 

the different diſpoſal of the ſpirits of Man. and: * 
"Beaſt, is not viſible to the'eye of ſence, and but- 
| dimly fo the eye of reaſon and faith; and fomay*+ 
be an occaſion of the Atheiſts conceit, that that. 


difference in their future ſtate, is but talk, -and 
uncertain conjecture. For Chap;12.7.Solomon tells 
us, That the ſpirit of Man returns to God that gave: 


ſhall fee meet.) | 
Arg. 2. From Fob 7. 8, The Eye of him that 
hath ſeen me, ſhall ſce me #0 more. But if all 


Anſw, The meaning of Fob can be, but that 
. the Eye that had ſeen him, thould after his death 
ſee him no more in ftatx quo,not with ſuchworld+ 
ly comforts about him, as now he had ; Verſe 10. 
he inſjances, in @ retzrn to his Houſe, They that 


ſhould never fee him there again in that capa- 
city. Verſ. 7. He ſays bis Eye ſhowld ſee no mare 
good; compare that paſſage with this ia hand,and 
they amount to this, that Fob ſhould after death 
| no more enjoy the accommodations of this life, 
and theretore no Eye could be witneſs ot any 
ſuch injoyment. That Feb did not intend a de- 
nial of the Reſurrection of his Body, unleſs we 
-will make fob give himſelt the lie, is evident by 
| Chap. 19. 26, 27. And thongh after my Skin, worms 


; deftray 12/1 body, yer- in my Fleſh ſhall I ſe e Gy 4 : 


it, (viz. to be diſpoſed of, as Juſtice, 'or Mercy: 


riſe again, then the Eye that hath ſeen him;may. 


7 i 


ſce him again which Opinion giveth Fob the lie, 7 


had feen him an Inhabitant in the Land of Vs; bk 


| judgment,is; that:if Fob had the ſame body after 


as viſible after, as before it. 

Arg. 3. From 1 Cor.15.50. Fleſh and blood can- 
not inherit tbe-Kingdom of God, then not the body 

of -Man'(fays the\Quaker:)torthatis ficſh,and in 


E It is blood. X 3b; | 
 - Anſw;Thelatter Claulc of this Verſe explains 
» the former, Neither doth Corruption mberit Incor- 


- into the Earth; or as one Star 1s to another in 
brightneſs -and/lafixe, Verſ. 37, 38, 41. And the 
-.  Apolile enggierates thoſe qualitics, Verſe 42, 43, 
- 44. Theſfum whereof 1s, that that Body which 
+. Was before mortal, je. liabletgdeath, natural, 
E. te ſupportedby food,.relt, &c. diſponoyred by 


=” wan. C U2') 

| whom I fhall ſce for-my;ſelf, ard mine Eyes ſhall be- - 
F bdld; and wot gray Reins be Lorna | 
| mwithin-me,. Of which;place, he that would ſee a. 
| fallexplication, let:him read the Learned Caryl', - 
 CommIon' Fob, All that I ſhall infer from the.: 

| farme ofthe words, diſcernable by an ordinary .. 


the Reſarrecion,that he had betare,then he was 


was bef&&;as the fianding Corn, to the Szed put = 


+ being algd as an Toſtrument of fin; and by weak: 
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(83) : 
neſſes, blemiſhes, the fruits of ſin, ſhall become. *? 


\ immortal, 3. e. not liable to death 3 ſpiritaal, 3, e,” |? 
not needing nor uſing its former props 3 glorious, 


neither ſybje& toſin or the punithment of it. * 


I might have been much larger on theſe) 2? 


points ; but I know great Books hnd'tew buyers, ' © 
and fewer Readers, and therefore I reſolved not  - 
to exceed Six Sheets. I wiſh what I haverdone, 7 
may prove profitable. If my Anſwers ſeem not 
ſo clear as the Objections (which I hope I need 
not tear, unleſs in the point of the-Trinity, that 
bing a myſtery fo high, that it rebates the ſhar- 


pelt edg of human underſtanding) I defire the. p 


Reader to ponder upon this grave ſaying of a * 
Learned 


above the capacity of May's underſtanding,” tis no hard © 
matten by Keaſon to oppoſe ſuch a Religion. Villeroy, 
in hihCounceller of State 4 


%, Sv 
a [4 of o 
ds Ps. 269: a 887 5 Seo 7 
wh OE OO ws MTS 2 
vo APs 4 
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an ; It is eaſier to oppoſe, than to defend 7 
the. Gbriftian Religion, for it having ſomething in is ©} 


| wa of W. Pim D a rear againſt the 


S Trinzty, Thad almoſt omitted (it be» 
W774 out of its proper Plate; -+rlajs Book, Vt, 

| Bhat; 7n pag. Io.) If the God-head fubſeSt in 

. - Three deStinf} Manners or Forms, then one 
EE. them cannot be'a compleat Subſiſtence | 
- without the other two, and ſo parts, and i 
* Jon ething frriteawould be in God), or if in- || 

faite, then three diitin® infinite Subſtst- 

A t £2 Ws and by conſeqnengh, Three aiitin@ 


* Anfn, Nat to qurrel at the Tri propriety 
bf F-Pen's Phraſe, nor gtithe Coincide 
Wo tw is "TÞtra 


* ,- Pe *<Altveriifeaoke. 7 Pe 1 | 
1 F  anfiore, by denying the conſequeyce;”- For as 
TY every Perſon is compleat, In elle quid: cnbed 
| { /X Xivo,pea Eflentiam; 1.e- 5s #ruly God by 

| i | Revive: the Divine Nature: So is every Per 
[Bo compleat,” In elle Petſonali per Sublift=" 
fFprang as the Schools ſpeaks) i.e. if.acoms" 

pleat Swbſiſtent 6r Perſon, by his propor ewan- 
#- ? wer of ſub} 4 io And 1 wonder he fhould ! 
| wot bar that his Argument may be retorted : 

j| #por him thus. If the God- head be in Three | 

' Manners or Forms, then the God-head ia 

! the' one manner, muſt needs be a LW F | 
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the other two Manners: or more plainty F. 


l- ſtent, and diſtin@® from the God-bea 


has; If the ſame God-head bein the Father, 

£80x, and Spirit, that they muſt needs be | 

'' I aRing one from ouctber, and any one Comte. 3 

| pleat withont the other two, God the Father F 

| cannot be God the Sor ,, n0r can God the So |} : 

'Y* be God the Father * T, bo ob both Father ard/ 

i; Sor are one God. Hagthe 

W.. #4lly conitituted by Tnerr tr Relative Proper | v 

( F 7es, and ſothe hs conſidered with/tsi; 

. Three Relative Pro erties, admits 4 « I! 

1h 4 Threefold di Ll a frenl "364 Ke 0 el Kt W: 

g | 1 hr «: | 


tween the Date of the E 

ation, be may pleaſeto know, 

Book: (except the Advertiſe 

| re. the \Epiitles : $: buy. 05 | 
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